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Abstract

he article is an overall assessment of the Port Settlement at Andriake, Myra, drawing upon archi-

tectural and small finds recovered during excavations undertaken at the sites from 2009 to 2012
and from 2016 to 2020. New evidence has revealed the cultural phases of Andriake throughout its his-
tory, shedding light, therefore, on the evolution of political, social, economic and daily life, and sig-
nificantly contributing to our understanding of the settlement, as well as to our knowledge of Lycia.
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Excavations and surveys carried out at Myra and its port, Andriake, since 2009 have yielded
ever-growing new evidence that has greatly contributed to our knowledge of both settlements, and
therefore of Lycia.2 During large-scale excavations undertaken at Myra, and particularly at Andriake,
a Granarium, an Agora, two bathhouses, memorial monuments, several harbour shops, workshops,
a synagogue, churches and chamber tombs were entirely unearthed, and a part of the dockyard was
uncovered. Conservation measures have been taken for all excavated structures. Excavation finds
which now allow us to speak of a settlement plan as well as of the functions and phases of the struc-
tures at Andriake have been previously shared with the scientific community in articles and books
as excavations progressed. This article aims to provide a general overview of Andriake and a better
understanding of the site through a reassessment of data, particularly of recent finds, from excava-
tions and surveys, which lasted a total of 12 calendar months, or nine working months (2009-2012,
2016-2020). Such an “understanding” certainly sheds light not only on Andriake but also on the city

1 Nevzat Cevik, Akdeniz University, School of Letters, Department of Archaeology, Antalya, ORCID: 0000-0002-
4111-7788, ncevik@akdeniz.edu.tr
Siileyman Bulut, Akdeniz University, School of Letters, Department of Archaeology, Antalya, ORCID: 0000-0001-
7472-5862, sbulut@akdeniz.edu.tr
All maps and images, unless otherwise cited in the text, are from the Archive of Excavations at Myra and the Port
of Andriake._

2 We would like to cordially thank the Ministry of Culture and Tourism [of Turkey] and the General Directorate of
Cultural Heritage and Museums for their continuous support since 2009 to our archaecological and museum studies,
which enabled us to carry out large-scale works within a short time span. As a matter of fact, scientific knowledge
can be produced, and subsequent social outcomes can be discovered only if provided the necessary support and
facilities through such cooperation.
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of Myra, of which Andriake was a part, and the region of Lycia.

Myra and its port, Andriake, are located in Demre, a district in the southern part of the Teke
Peninsula, west of the Gulf of Antalya (Fig. 1).3 Andriake, the coastal district of Myra, is situated in
Cayagzi, as it is called today, 4.7 kilometers southwest of the city. (Figs. 2, 3). The Myros Stream—or
Demre Stream, by its contemporary name—flows east of Myra in a deep, 20 kilometers long valley
before it reaches the Mediterranean Sea. On one hand, the delta of the stream, composed of alluvial
deposits,? offered favourable flatlands for settlement in ancient Myra, as it does for contemporary
Demre today; on the other hand, it brought about the end of the settlements, gradually silting up the
entire city of Myra and the mouth of the port at Andriake. In other words, the ancient city of Myra and
its port Andriake both came into existence and ceased to exist due to alluvial deposits carried by the
Myros. Geomorphological studies have demonstrated that the delta plain on which Demre is located
used to be a gulf about 7000-6000 years ago (Fig. 3). The Kumdag Hill, where the Granarium is,
and Tasdibi, now considered a peninsula, were formerly islands and the Beymelek Lagoon was then
a bay. About three millennia ago, alluvial deposits carried by the Myros began to accumulate in the
bay, gradually forming a flatland favourable for settlement and Kumdag became a peninsula (Fig. 4).°
Contemporary Demre rests on an alluvial fill of an average height of four to nine metres, which over-
lays Ancient Myra. This geological formation thus makes Bronze Age and earlier settlements rather
unlikely. However, this should not be the case for the Acropolis of Myra and its vicinity,® the estuary
of the Myros as well as the natural caves and highlands surrounding the valley, the northern ridges of
Andriake, and the Beymelek lagoon area.” The sparsity of evidence of human settlement in coastal

3 Nevzat Cevik, Taslarin Izinde Likya (Istanbul: Arkeoloji Sanat Yaymlar1, 2002), 105, 109; Nevzat Cevik, “Myra ve Limani
Andriake. Kazilar Baslarken On Diisiinceler,” Arkeoloji ve Sanat Dergisi 34 (May-August 2010): 53 ffl.; Nevzat Cevik
and Siileyman Bulut, “Ikinci Kazi Sonunda Myra ve Liman1 Andriake,” in Arkeolojisinden Dogasina Myra/Demre ve
Cevresi, ed. Nevzat Cevik (Antalya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Yayini, 2010), 37; Nevzat Cevik, “A Lycian Har-
bor in the Mediterranean: Andriake,” Aktiiel Arkeoloji 35 (Eyliil-Ekim 2013): 4—13; Nevzat Cevik, “Myrrh-Breathing
Myra — Andriake Metropolis of Lycia, Sunken City of Saint Nicolas,” Actual Archaeology 7 (Autumn 2013): 34-51;
Engin Akyiirek, “Andriake: Geg Antik Cag’da Myra’nin Limani,” Toplumsal Tarih 246 (June 2014): 52; Nevzat Cevik,
“Andriake,” Actual Archaeology 19 (Autumn 2017): 84; Engin Akyiirek, “Andriake: The Port of Myra in Late Antig-
uity,” in Trade in Byzantium. Papers from the Third International Sevgi Goniil Byzantine Studies Symposium, ed. Paul
Magdalino and Nevra Necipoglu (Istanbul: Anadolu Medeniyetleri Arastirma Merkezi (ANAMED), 2016), 466 ff.;
Cakir Afsin Aygiin, “Liman Yerlesimciligine Bir Ornek: Myra’nin Limam Andriake,” in Uluslararas1 Geng Bilimciler
Bulugmas II: Anadolu Akdenizi Sempozyumu 04-07 Kasim 2015 Antalya Sempozyum Bildirileri/International Young
Scholars Conference II: Mediterranean Anatolia 04—07 November 2015 Symposium Proceedings, ed. Tarkan Kahya,
Askim Ozdizbay, Nihal Oner Tiinen, and Mark Wilson (Istanbul: Suna ve Inan Kirag Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma
Merkezi (AKMED), 2018), 79 ff.; Cakir Afsin Aygiin, “Myra’nin Limam Andriake’nin Yerlesim Plani” (PhD diss.,
Akdeniz Universitesi, 2018), 34; The Book of Lycia Archaeology, Culture and History in Western Antalya (Ankara:
Tiirk Tarih Kurumu, 2022), 393 ff.

4 Ertug Oner, “Demre Cay1 Deltasi’nin Jeomorfolojik Gelisimi ve Myra Antik Kenti, Limani ve St.Nicholaus Kilisesi,”
Arkeometri Sonuglart Toplantist 16 (2000): 1.

5 Although Oner states, in “Jeomorfoloji” 6, that “the bay was filled three to two millennia ago,” archaeological evi-
dence from the first millennium BCE proves that it must have been filled at least three millennia ago.

6 A body of finds testifies to the possibility of prehistoric settlement on high elevations in the vicinity of Myra. For
the settlement at Giirses, see Fahri Isik, “Pttara im Land vom hethitischen Lukka und homerischen Lykia,” Ly-
kia 1 (1994): 3 Abb.5; for the Avsar and Golbasi Hills, see Frank Kolb, Burg-Polis-Bischofssitz: Geschichte der
Siedlungskamer von Kyaneai in der Siidwesttiirkei (Mainz: Philipp von Zabern, 2008), 29, 30; Cevik, The Book of
Lycia, 33f.

7 Beymelek, a large cove sheltered from all but south winds, was most probably a port during the Roman period, and, at
the very least, a mooring buoy during the Bronze Age. Hakan Oniz, “Demre Beymelek Golii’nde Sualtinda Kalnus
Liman ve Yap1 Formlar1,” Adalya 19 (2016): 154.
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Lycia during these periods is well-known.® Although shipwrecks at Gelidonia and Uluburun testify
to intense maritime trade in the Eastern Mediterranean throughout the Bronze Age,® suggesting that
ships must have sought shelter in coastal settlements, the role of coastal cities in Lycia was not fully
known until recently. For instance, finds recovered from the Bronze Age and Iron Age Patara, which
was one of the prominent ports of Lycia, have firmly attested to commercial activity at the port during
these periods.’® Furthermore, following the Avsar Hill and Gélbas1 Hill," Giirses and Gagae,'? prehis-
toric finds have recently been recovered at Andriake. The oldest archaeological findsrecovered so far

8 Unlike the early settlements clustered on plains in the northern Lycian highlands, those lying on the lower river valleys
and the coastline of the Teke Peninsula, including Girmeler, Arsakoy, Gagai, Avsar, G6lbasi, Tlos and probably
Patara, are among the few settlements where Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age finds have been recovered. The
concrete findings for the Chalcolithic settlement evidence in coastal Lycia are sherds from Myra, Xanthos and Patara.
Ralf Becks, “Tarih Oncesinde Likya/The Prehistory of Lycia,” in Lukka 'dan Likya 'ya: Sarpedon ve Aziz Nikolaos 'un
Ulkesi/From Lukka to Lycia: The Land of Sarpedon and St. Nicholas, ed. Havva Iskan and Erkan Diindar (Istanbul:
Yapi Kredi Yayinlari, 2016), 30, 33. For prehistoric finds at Tlos, see Taner Korkut, Akdaglarin Yamacinda Bir Lykia
Kenti: Tlos (Istanbul: E Yayinlari, 2015), 17 et al.; Taner Korkut, “Arkeolojik Kalintilar,” in Arkeoloji, Epigrafi,
Jeoloji, Dogal ve Kiiltiirel Peyzaj Yapisiyla Tlos Antik Kenti ve Teritoryumu, ed. Taner Korkut (Ankara: Seydikemer
Kaymakamlig1 Yayinlari, 2015), 22. Excavations carried out in the Girmeler cave in the territory of Tlos and in the
Tavabasi cave near Arsakdy yielded significant data on the last phases of Epipaleolithic hunter-gatherers and on food
production of Neolithic populations. Earliest finds from Girmeler date between the ninth millennium and the second
half of the eighth millennium BCE. After a gap of about 1,500 years, the mound in front of the cave was resettled
in the Late Neolithic/Early Chalcolithic and remained in use until the Early Bronze Age. Ralf Becks and B. Ayca
Polat Becks, “Girmeler Magarasi—Lykia’da Bir Kalkolitik Yerlesimi,” MAKU Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii Dergisi
5, no. 8 (Spring 2013): 168—70; Takaoglu ff., “Archaeological Evidence for 9th and 8th Millennia BC at Girmeler
Cave near Tlos in SW Turkey,” Documenta Praehistorica 41 (2014): 112; Korkut, Tlos, 135 ff.; Isin et al., “Tlos
Seramikleri,” in Arkeoloji, Epigrafi, Jeoloji, Dogal ve Kiiltiirel Peyzaj Yapisiyla Tlos Antik Kenti ve Teritoryumu, ed.
Taner Korkut (Ankara: Seydikemer Kaymakamligi Yayinlari, 2015), 149 ff.; Becks, “Tarih Oncesinde Likya,” 29.
Furthermore, excavations undertaken in the Tavabas1 Cave have documented that it was used from the Middle and
Late Chalcolithic period until the Early Bronze Age. Taner Korkut, “Tlos 2012 Kaz1 Etkinlikleri,” Kaz: Sonuglar:
Toplantist 35, no. 3 (2014): 109 ff.; Korkut, Tlos, 162 ff.; Korkut ef al., “Tlos Antik Kenti Yakinlarmdaki Tavabasi
Magaras1 Duvar Resimleri/Rock Paintings from Tavabasi Cave near the Ancient City of Tlos,” TUBA-AR: Tiirkiye
Bilimler Akademisi Arkeoloji Dergisi 18 (2015): 37-49; Isin et al., “Seramik,” 151 ff.; Becks, “Tarih Oncesinde
Likya,” 30.

9 Cevik, The Book of Lycia, 27 ff.; Gelidonya: George F. Bass, “A Bronze Age Shipwreck at Ulu Burun (Kas): 1984
Campaign,” American Journal of Archaeology 90, no. 3 (July 1986): 269, https://doi.org/10.2307/505687; Ulubu-
run: George F. Bass, Donald A. Frey and Cemal Pulak, “A Late Bronze Age Shipwreck near Kas, Turkey,” Interna-
tional Journal of Nautical Archaeology 13, no. 4 (November 1984): 271, https://doi.org/10.1111/.1095-9270.1984.
tb00148.x.

10 Fahri Isik, Caput Gentis Lyciae. Patara: Lykia Soyunun Baskenti (Istanbul: Scala Matbaacilik, 2011), 16 ft.; Fahri
Isik, “Das frithe Patar/P(a)ttara,” in Patara: Lykiens Tor zur romischen Welt, ed. Havva Iskan et al. (Darmstadt:
Philipp von Zabern, 2016), 29 ff.; Havva Iskan, “Likya Birligi ve Eyaleti Bagkenti: Patara,” in Lukka 'dan Likya ya:
Sarpedon ve Aziz Nikolaos un Ulkesi/From Lukka to Lycia: The Land of Sarpedon and St. Nickolas, ed. Havva
Iskan and Erkan Diindar (Istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yayinlari, 2016), 144 ff.

11 Ceramics from the Chalcolithic period and a Bronze Age terracotta spindle whorl have been recovered on the Avsar
Hill, while on the Golbag1 Hill, a stone axe has been discovered. Kolb, Kyaneai, 29, 30.

12 Giirses: Isik, “Pttara,” 3 Abb.5. Abb.5; Gagai: Nevzat Cevik and Siileyman Bulut, “The Rediscovery of GA-
GAE/*GAXE’ in the South-East Corner of Lycia: New Finds from the Total Surface Surveys,” Adalya 11 (2008): 65.
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from the settlement® consist of four stone axes (Fig. 21)" found in the northern and southern sectors
at Andriake and on the surface of the western slope at the entrance of the Sura Valley. These surface
finds might belong to the first settlers of Myra, Andriake, Sura or Glirses, or to hunter-gatherers who
lived inland and came down to the coast only to exploit sea products.' In the final analysis, despite
their disputable chronology and users’ provenance, the stone axes, along with growing new evidence
not only certify human activity in the early Bronze Age and before, but also suggest the possibility of
earlier initial settlements on the Lycian coastline.'® As a matter of fact, Middle and Late Chalcolithic
pottery fragments were found in the Myra excavations in 2012.

During the second millennium BCE, the Myros Stream gradually formed a naturally shel-
tered inland harbour, silting up the confluence at Cayagzi, located east of Andriake (Figs. 2, 4,
7). Remains seen today are located on the slopes north and south of the harbour. This natural
formation, which stretches southwest-northeast from the Kumdag to the Bozdag Hill, provided
Andriake with considerable advantages, a case similar to that of the Port of Patara.'® Indeed, the
prominence of natural harbours can be easily grasped given the overall Mediterranean topogra-
phy. The Lycian coast is mostly rocky, allowing harbour formation only in certain areas, however,
often without fertile land." Strabon writes that the Lycian coast was rough and difficult to pass
but that the ports were very well-equipped.2® There were not only large settlements on the Lycian
coast, such as Telmessos and Patara, which benefited from the wide flatlands on their borders, or
Phaselis and Olympos, important for their various other aspects, but also small coastal settlements

13 At the time of our previous publications, the earliest archaeological finds from Andriake dated to the Late Classical/
Early Hellenistic period. Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 38; Siileyman Bulut and Mehmet Sengiil, “2009-2012
Yillar1 Andriake Kazi Sikkeleri ve Yerlesim Tarihine Katkilar1,” in Birinci Uluslararast Anadolu Para Tarihi ve
Numismatik Kongresi, 25-28 Subat 2013 Antalya/First International Congress of the Anatolian Monetary History
and Numismatics 25—28 February 2013 Antalya Proceedings, ed. Kayhan Dortliik, Oguz Tekin, and Remziye Poy-
raz (Antalya: Suna ve inan Kirag Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma Merkezi (AKMED), 2014), 79; Nevzat Cevik,
Siileyman Bulut, and Cakir Afsin Aygiin, “Myra’nin Liman1 Andriake,” in Hdéfen und Hafenstddte im dstlichen
Mittelmeerraum von der Antike bis in byzantinische Zeit: Neue Entdeckungen und aktuelle Forschungsansdtze/
Harbors and Harbor Cities in the Eastern Mediterranean from Antiquity to the Byzantine Period: Recent Discov-
eries and Current Approaches, ed. Sabina Ladstétter, Felix Pirson, and Thomas Schmidts, BYZAS 19. 1 (Istanbul:
Ege Yaymlari, 2014), 233; Cevik, The Book of Lycia, 394; Cevik, “Andriake,” 85.

14 The first stone axe was recovered in 2010 from the western slope west of the merging of the Sura Valley and the Col-
pan Beach in Cayagz1 (Fig. 21a), the second stone axe in 2018 from a shepherd’s fold in the Northern Sector (Fig.
21b), and the third and the fourth stone axes (Fig. 21c, d) in 2019 on the southern slope of the Tagyuvarlanacagi Hill
in the Southern Sector, by Mustafa Keskin, the museum attendant.

15 For settlements at Sura and Giirses, see Nevzat Cevik, “Myra Cevresindeki Antik Yerlesimler,” in Arkeolojisinden
Dogasina Myra/Demre ve Cevresi, ed. Nevzat Cevik (Antalya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Yayini, 2010),
192-96; Cevik, The Book of Lycia, 364, 412 ff.

16 For stone axes found in Lycia, see Isik, Caput Gentis, 17; Cevik, The Book of Lycia, 33 f. Korkut, T/os, 17; For Chal-
colithic ceramics: Siileyman Bulut and Nevzat Cevik. “2009-2020 Myra Kazilari’na Toplu Bir Bakis”, Antalya
Miizesi’nin 100. Y1l Kitabt (2022), 331. As a matter of fact, Middle and Late Chalcolithic pottery fragments were
found in the Myra excavations in 2012.

17 In “Jeomorfoloji”, 6 Map 7, Oner dates this to “three to two millennia before present.”

18 For detailed information on the port of Patara see Havva iskan and Mustafa Kogak, “Der Hafen von Patara:
Altes Wissen, neue Forschungen,” in Hdfen und Hafenstddte im éstlichen Mittelmeerraum von der Antike bis in
byzantinische Zeit: Neue Entdeckungen und aktuelle Forschungsansdtze/Harbors and Harbor Cities in the Eastern
Mediterranean from Antiquity to the Byzantine Period: Recent Discoveries and Current Approaches, ed. Sabina
Ladstétter, Felix Pirson, and Thomas Schmidts, BYZAS 19. 1 (Istanbul: Ege Yaynlari, 2014), 271 ff.

19 Martin Zimmermann, Untersuchungen zur Historischen Landeskunde Zentrallykiens, Antiquitas 48 (Bonn: Rudolf
Habelt, 1992), 179; Only 10% of the Lycian territory comprises suitable lands for agriculture with a soil thickness
of 50 cm and above. Cevik, The Book of Lycia, 19 ff.

20 Strabon, Geographika X1V, 111. 2.
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or quays of inland cities. Some of these cities, such as Limyra and Lydae, had no large harbour
facilities but only small quays. These small coastal settlements ensuring connection with the sea
were crucial for the cities in central Lycia?' which were rather numerous and rivalled for privilege
over sea exploitation. This led small coastal settlements to develop and grow under the mandate
of principal cities.?2 As a settlement with ultimate location on the coastline and connections with
central Lycia, Andriake, the port of Myra, is quite an obvious case in this respect. A particular
sort of epineion was built and developed there by the principal city, which served as a centre for
trade and industry with special functions.?® Andriake’s suitable topography was most certainly
an essential factor for this: hills constricting the entrance of the port from the north and the south
kept the harbour safe while the east-west oriented slopes of Kumdag and Bozdag, facing the port,
provided a favourable niche for settlement. Thus, Andriake was not only a sheltered port for trade
ships navigating east-west in the Mediterranean, but rather an indispensable destination for all
seafarers, owing to its logistic support facilities.?4

The increasing amount of new individual finds from the Lycian coastline, belonging to the
Bronze Age and earlier periods, clearly contribute much to the study of this scantily known pe-
riod. As a matter of fact, third and second millennia BCE finds from Patara, which has a natural
harbour where the Xanthos River Valley meets the coast, are significant since they attest not only
to the existence of the city, but also to the activity of the port within overseas networks during the
Bronze Age.?® Therefore, taking into account individual finds from the Lycian coast, maritime
trade routes, and the stone axes from Andriake, it could be suggested that the port of Andriake, like
Patara, might have been operational during the Bronze Age.2¢ However, geomorphological studies
demonstrate that in the Early Bronze Age, the port of Andriake was not yet entirely a sheltered
natural inland harbour while the Kumdag Hill, where the southern sector of the settlement lay, was
still an island, and the Sura Valley was a bay. This bay might have possibly been a harbour provid-
ing shelter for ships. That the relatively more sheltered northern coastline of Andriake, stretching
from Kumdag to Bozdag, might have been a harbour or a small coastal settlement used for food
supply could be suggested as a possible topic of discussion. Yet another proposed location for a
harbour is the natural indentation known as Deren, abutting from the southwest side of a football
field located southeast of the Demre Industrial Zone, between the Uzguru Hill and the confluence
at Cayagzi northeast of Kumdag.?” New evidence from excavations in the area will provide more
satisfactory information, particularly on Bronze Age and Iron Age settlements on the Lycian coast-
line, as well as the activity at ports, and the extent of international maritime trade.2®

21 Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 179, 181.

22 For more detailed information on the development, functioning and networking of Lycian harbours, see Zimmer-
mann, Zentrallykiens, 142.

23 Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 219 ff.

24 Cevik, Bulut, and Aygiin, “Myra’nin Limani,” 233.

25 Iskan, “Patara,” 114 ff.

26 Fourteenth to twelfth century BCE shipwrecks at Gelidonia and Uluburun could presumably point to the early set-
tlement phases at Myra, Patara and Limyra during the Bronze Age. See Jiirgen Borchhardt, Limyra: Zemuri Taslari,
Likya Bolgesi’'nde Lymra Antik Kenti’'nin Gizemli Sularinda Yapilan Arkeolojik Arastirmalar, trans. Giilay Ylimer
(Istanbul: Arkeoloji ve Sanat Yayinlari, 1999), 10; Cevik, Bulut and Aygiin, “Myra’nin Limani,” 226.

27 We would like to thank H. Oniz for this proposition.

28 For instance, imported ceramics recovered in large amounts from Tepecik, Patara document the maritime trade be-
tween Lycia and Attica during the Archaic period. Giil Isin, “The Building Complex on the Tepecik Acropolis at Pa-
tara,” Anatolian Studies 60 (2010): 100. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0066154600001034; Numerous structural remains
have been discovered along with the port during surveys at the Beymelek Lagoon. Oniz, “Demre Beymelek,” 155 ff.
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The mysteries of Bronze Age Myra and Andriake persist into the Iron Age. Although Iron
Age pottery at Myra was found for the first time during excavations in 2020, neither Myra nor
Andriake is mentioned in written sources from the Classical period.?° The existence of Myra in
the period is documented neither by epigraphic nor numismatic evidence, but instead by the fifth
and fourth-century walls of the acropolis, meticulously-made rock graves and pottery recovered
from the theatre.3° It has been noted in the field survey reports of Andriake, as well as in other
related publications, that the absence of Classical remains at the site is coherent with the fact
that Andriake was not listed by Scylaceus among Lycian cities and ports.3' Yet, during excava-
tions undertaken in 2020, fourth-century BCE black glaze pottery3? was recovered on the port’s
shoreline, immediately in front of the Granarium, between the two memorial monuments,®® in
an area carved on the main rock towards the slope. Finally, as part of his doctoral studies, Aygiin
suggested that a Lycian-type sarcophagus uncovered in the North Acropolis at Andriake as well as
the terraced, hybrid structures in the southwestern sector might belong to the Classical period.34
Furthermore, three coins recovered from Andriake have been dated to the Classical period (Fig.
25).35Undoubtedly, more details will be available as new evidence on the early settlement history
of Andriake grows through excavations and surveys. In the final analysis, despite our meagre
knowledge of Classical Andriake, it would not be implausible to suggest, based on the fourth cen-
tury BCE rock graves in Myra and general history of the region,¢ that Andriake was a prominent
port serving Myra, during the period, possibly in relation to the city’s early power and presence.?”

29 The above-mentioned ceramics with concentric circles have been found during excavations at the theatre at Myra
in 2020.

30 The Lycian name for Myra is not clear. However, some suggestions have been put forward: Some coins with wild
boar description and legend Mu from the Dynastic period must be related to Myra. See Otto Merkholm and Giinter
Neumann, Die lykiscen Miinzlegenden Die lykiscen Miinzlegenden, Nachrichten der Akademie der Wissenschaften
zu Gottingen 1 (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1978), 7; The word muri inscribed on the pillar at Xanthos
is for Myra in Lycian, coins with mu inscription must have been minted in the first decade of the fifth century BCE
in Myra. see Frank Kolb and Werner Tietz, “Zagaba: Miinzpragung und politische Geographie in Zentrallykien,”
Chiron 31 (2001): 378 dn. 161; Cevik, “The Lycian name for Limyra, known with certainty, is “Zemuri”. Limyra
is different from Myra only by its affix. The same rule applies to Lycian. Therefore, if Limyra = Zemuri, then Myra
should be “Muri”. See Nevzat Cevik, “Myra: The Sunken Metropolis of St. Nicolas,” Current World Archaeology
41, no. 4/5 (June 2010): 23.

31 Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 220; Thomas Marksteiner, “Andriake Yiizey Arastirmast 2005 Yili Caligmalari,”
ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 5
(2007): 100.

32 Although the existence of the settlement at this time is attested by this evidence, no architectural remains have been
discovered yet. Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 38.

33 Nevzat Cevik ve Siileyman Bulut, “Myra-Andriake Kazilar1 2010/Excavations at Myra and Andriake in 2010,”
ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 9
(2011): 65.

34 Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plani,” 133.

35 The earliest coins recovered during excavations at Andriake from 2009 to 2010 belong to the Hellenistic period.
Siileyman Bulut and Mehmet Sengiil, “2009—2010 Yillar1 Andriake Kazilarinda Bulunan Sikkeler Hakkinda On
Rapor,” in Arkeolojisinden Dogasina Myra/Demre ve Cevresi, ed. Nevzat Cevik (Antalya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm
Bakanlig1 Yayini, 2010), 119; In a review of coins recovered between 2009 and 2012, the earliest coin has been
dated to the first half of the fourth century BCE.

36 For the history of Myra, see Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 25 ff.; Hiiseyin Sami Oztiirk, “Yazitlar Isiginda
Myra ve Cevresi Antik Cag Tarihi,” in Arkeolojisinden Dogasina Myra/Demre ve Cevresi, ed. Nevzat Cevik (An-
talya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Yayini, 2010), 295 ff.; for the territory of Myra in the Classical period
and later, see Mehmet Alkan, “Klasik Cag’dan Erken Bizans’a Myra Kenti ve Teritoryumu” (PhD diss., Akdeniz
Universitesi, 2013), 167 ff.

37 Zimmermann dates the quay, located at the mouth of salty and sulphurous Andriakos bounded by small hills to the
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Hellenistic Fort

Settlement features of Andriake are much more evident during the Hellenistic period than
in the fourth century BCE and before. Surface remains from the Hellenistic period were studied
for the first time by Wurster.3® In the study, a fortification wall with four visible towers built in
isodomic masonry, extending east-west approximately two hundred meters on the ridge of the
Tagyuvarlanacagi Hill in the Southern Sector, was identified as a “separation wall” for security
purposes, on the grounds that there never had been a settlement within.*® Yet, during excavations
at Andriake, Aygiin discovered a rock-carved entrance on the north-eastern slope, where the forti-
fication wall, deriving from the east and the west, sets down and north towards the port (Fig. 10).
Apparently, the northern slope of the hill was surrounded by fortification walls and thus converted
into a fortress during the Hellenistic period.4° Tekinalp has suggested that the principal Hellenistic
settlement should be sought either in this area or on the sand-covered north-eastern slopes.* Ex-
cavations undertaken on the hill as part of the excavations at Myra and Andriake aimed to gain a
better understanding of the fortification; consequently, that the site functioned as a fort has been
demonstrated by finds, such as arrowheads.42 The scarcity of architectural remains within the
fortification walls suggest that this could be not much of a settlement but rather a military base
fortress, like Pydnae.®® The entire surrounding defence system, including all structures, at Myra
date to the Hellenistic period, the port of Andriake being its main defence post on the coastline.
The fortress and a watchtower, in the east, on the Kumdag and Tasyuvarlanacagi Hills south of
Andriake suggest that the settlement and the entrance of the port in Andriake were secured during
the Hellenistic period.*4 Porphyrius of Tyros reports that in 197 BCE, the Seleucid king Antio-
chus III conquered Limyra, Patara, Xanthos and Andriake, which were under Ptolemaic rule at
the time.*® Therefore, the towers at Myra, Andriake and their vicinities should be considered part
of the Ptolemaic defence chain across the Mediterranean.4® The presence of a military base at

south, to the third century BCE. Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 220; On the other hand, Takmer hypothesises that
since Myra was so prominent during the Classical period, it must have existed before then. Burak Takmer, “Lex
Portorii Provinciae Lyciae: Lykia Eyaletleri Giimriik Yasas1” (PhD diss., Akdeniz Universitesi, 2006), 69; Cevik
and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 26, 38.

38 Wolfgang Wurster, “Das Sicherungssystem des Polisgebietes durch befestigte Wehranlagen und Wachttiirme,” in
Myra: Eine lykische Metropole in antiker und byzantinischer Zeit, ed. Jirgen Borchhardt (Berlin: Gebr. Mann
1975), 49-55, Fig. 3, 8.

39 Wurster, “Wachttiirme,” 54 ff.; Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 40.

40 Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plani,” 92-99, 133-35, 204.

41 Vahit Macit Tekinalp, “Ge¢ Antik Donem Sonrasinda ve Ortagag’da (MS. 4.—14. yy) Andriake Kenti” (PhD diss.,
Hacettepe Universitesi, 2000), 276.

42 Nevzat Cevik and Isabella Pimouguet Pedarros, “Les remparts du port d’ Andriaké: Premiéré campagne de fouille
2011,” Anatolia Antiqua 20 (2012): 261 ff.

43 Cevik, The Book of Lycia, 216 f.

44 Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 37; Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plani,” 139 ff.

45 J. A. O. Larsen, “Representation and Democracy in Hellenistic Federalism,” Classical Philology 40, no. 2 (1945):
71; David Magi, Roman Rule in Asia Minor: To the End of the Third Century after Christ (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1950), 524; Jirgen Borchhardt, ed. Myra: Eine lykische Metropole in antiker und byzantinischer
Zeit, Istanbuler Forschungen 30 (Berlin: Gebr: Mann, 1975), 75.

46 For defence systems at Myra and Andriake, see Nevzat Cevik and Isabella Pimouguet Pedarros, “Fortifications et
systéme défensif de Myra: Recherches de 2009,” Anatolia Antiqua 18 (2010): 243-75; Nevzat Cevik and Isabella
Pimouguet Pedarros, “Le systéme défensif de Myra-Andriake,” Anatolia Antiqua 19 (2011): 303—19; Cevik and
Pedarros, “Les remparts,” 261-80; for soundings undertaken in 2011 see Nevzat Cevik, Siileyman Bulut, and Engin
Akylirek, “Myra-Andriake Kazilar1 ve Arastirmalart 2011. Excavations and Surveys at Myra-Andriake in 2011,”
ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 10
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Andriake during Ptolemaic rule has already been suggested,” which could be the fortress on the
south-western edge of the port.

Besides the fortress on the south-western edge and the tower in the south, in 2010 an ex-
cavated area abutting the east side of the shops in the Southern Sector yielded Hellenistic archi-
tectural remains. The wall, built in isodomic masonry, has features similar to those of the tower
and fortification walls in the Southern Sector.?® Given the Hellenistic graves*® in the northern
and southern necropolises, and the locations of numerous recovered finds, including coins®® and
ceramics,® it could be argued that the settlement was not restricted to the fortified areas near the
harbour’s mouth in the western sector, but extended as far as the Granarium and its environs, and
that a central harbour structure might have possibly existed in the pre-Roman period.52 Further
excavations will hopefully reveal more about the Hellenistic Harbour, whose existence is indis-
putably attested by finds.

According to the Treaty of Apamea signed between Rome and Antiochus III in 188 BCE,
Lycia became part of Rhodes, ally of Rome. In 167 BCE, during Rhodeian rule, Rome granted
autonomy to Lycia upon the latter’s official request through messengers.>®* Known to have been
established in 168/7 BCE but reckoned to have existed since the early second century BCE, the
Lycian League®* included six major cities that possessed three votes in the assembly, namely,
Myra, Xanthos, Patara, Pinara, Olympos and Tlos.5® Among central Lycian cities, only Myra
had the privilege of three votes and would be conferred the rank of metropolis in the early first
century, along with Xanthos, Tlos and Patara.>6 Evidently, Myra was a very important city during
the Hellenistic period. Cassius Dio narrates the arrestation and subsequent release of a Roman
general in the harbour by the people of Myra.5” Appian®® narrates that Practor Lentulus Spinther,
sent to Myra by Brutus in 42 BCE to collect money and mercenaries, invaded the city, destroying
the chains at the Port of Andriake. The incidents, during the capture of Andriake and Myra by

(2012): 70.

47 Ralf Behrwald, Der Lykische Bund: Untersuchungen zu Geschichte und Verfassung, Antiquitas 48 (Bonn: R. Habelt,
2000), 62 fn. 189.

48 Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 40.

49 Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plani,” 141 ff.

50 Bulut and Sengiil, “Sikkeler,” 119; Bulut and Sengiil, “Kaz1 Sikkeleri,” 79-82.

51 For Hellenistic pottery recovered from the Synagogue, see Banu Ozdilek, “Andriake Sinagogu’ndan Secilmis
Orneklerle Hellenistik ve Roma Donemi Seramiklerine Genel Bir Bakis,” Cedrus: Akdeniz Uygarliklar: Arastirma
Dergisi 3 (2015): 89-117, https://doi.org/10.13113/CEDRUS.2015011397; Banu Ozdilek, “2009-2012 Andriake
Kazilarinda Ele Gegen Unguentarium, Sise, Lykion ve Mortar Ornekleri,” OLBA 24 (2016): 217-65; Banu Ozdilek,
“Andriake Sinagogu’ndan Ele Ge¢cen DSA Grubu Seramikler,” Cedrus 5 (2017): 337-95, https://doi.org/10.13113/
CEDRUS/201717; Banu Ozdilek, “Andriake Limanindan Ele Gecen Dogu Sigillata C Grubu Pergamon-Candarli
Sigillatalar,” Mustafa Kemal Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii Dergisi 14, no. 40 (2017): 260-76; Banu
Ozdilek, “Andriake Limanindan Ele Gegen DSD Grubu/Kibris Sigillatalar1 Isiginda Lykia’nin Dogu Akdeniz ile
Deniz Ticareti,” Phaselis: Disiplinlerarast Akdeniz Arastirma Dergisi 4 (2018): 5777, https://doi.org/10.18367/
Pha.18004.

52 Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 40.

53 Larsen, “Hellenistic Federalism,” 71; Magi, Roman Rule, 524.

54 For the inscription found at Araxa, see J. A. O. Larsen, “The Araxa Inscription and the Lycian Confederacy,” Clas-
sical Philology 51, no. 3 (1956): 151.

55 Strabon, Geographika XIV-I11, 192.

56 Magi, Roman Rule, 533.

57 Cassius Dio, Roman History XLVII, 34, 6.

58 Appian, Roman History 1V, 10. 82.
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Lentulus Spinther, suggest that the Lycian League’s navy might have stationed there,3° which
demonstrates that Andriake maintained its military and strategic importance from the Ptolemaic
into the Lycian period. Andriake’s prominence is also testified by increased shipping trade on the
Lycian coast, which suggests that the port was relatively better equipped and more developed than
it was in the fourth century BCE and before. Apparently, Andriake’s architectural development as
a port settlement began in the Hellenistic period.

Memorial Monuments

The port of Andriake continued to develop into the Roman Imperial period. The memorial
monuments built on the shore of the quay road immediately north in front of the Granarium, the
busiest area of the port, prove that the city of Myra paid particular attention to exhibit loyalty to
Roman emperors and the imperial dynasty (Figs. 6, 16).6° Undoubtedly, shipping traffic at the
port must have been taken into account for the choice of location since the monument furnished
with bronze statues can be easily seen by those exiting the port. Two monuments, located at a
square abutting the shops on the west, and a possible square before them, further indicate the
monumentality and significance of the port during the Roman period (Figs. 6, 15). Monument
I, measuring 3.60x3.50 m, and 5.30 high, rests on a podium of three steps with statue bases on
the top row. An edict on grain measurement from Theodosius I’s reign (379-395 CE), carved
posteriorly on the body of the monument, testifies to the monument’s perpetual presence during
the fourth century CE. Monument II, measuring 7.55x0.90 m, rises 3.85 m high on a three-step
podium®' and faces north/the port. The last row consists of 12 blocks/statue bases, 11 of which
have inscriptions (one has no inscription). The Myrian civic assembly built a Sebasteion for the
first Roman emperor Augustus, Livia, his spouse and God Sebastos Kaiser Tiberius’ mother, and
Agrippa, the emperor’s close friend, at a publicly visible point at the entrance of the port, com-
memorating them with the inscriptions “adtokpdtmpyfg Kai Oohdoong” (Autokrator of land and
seas) and “gbepyémc kol cotpTodevvravioc kOGov” (Benefactor and Saviour of the World),
“Goddess Sebaste lulia” and “benefactor and saviour of the people,” respectively. Based on the
inscriptions, the monument was believed to have been constructed during the reign of Tiberius®2
while Monument I in the east was assumed to belong to an earlier period. 3 However, architec-
tural finds from restoration works entailed alterations to these suggestions. Once the podium
blocks were removed, it became clear that Monument 11, located in the west, had two phases, the
first phase also rising on a three-step podium with a 2.83 m wide facade (Fig. 16). The body and
podium of the monument were both enlarged in the east-west direction during the second phase—
the body measured as wide as 7.55 m—and the podiums of the eastern and western monuments
were levelled. The monument starts from the inscription for Drusus in the east and ends with the
inscription in honour of Agrippa in the west. This phase, constructed during the reign of Tiberi-
us, must then date to Caesar Drusus Junior’s death in 23 BCE, or immediately afterwards, at the
latest. The missing parts of the inscriptions hinder an absolute dating of the phase. Nevertheless,

59 Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 220.

60 H. S. Oztiirk notes that the people of Myra built a Sebasteion at the entrance of the port, where it could be seen by
everyone. See Oztiirk, “Yazitlar Isiginda,” 297. However, there is no evidence that the statue bases were placed
inside an edifice/structure. Therefore, despite their functional similarity to a Sebasteion, we find the term “Memo-
rial Monument” more pertinent in terms of architectural type. The topic needs further investigation and discussion.

61 Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 46.

62 Oztiirk, “Yazitlar Isiginda,” 297.

63 Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 46.
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the added dimensions of the inscribed statue bases dedicated to Augustus, Tiberius, Gaius Caesar
and Agrippa are coherent with the 2.83 m wide podium of the first phase, which suggests that the
monument must have been built in 14 CE, Augustus’ year of death, or soon after. This date must
also be valid for Monument I in the east.

That the memorial monuments from Tiberius’ reign were built south of the quay road along
the shoreline indicate the intensity of commercial activities in this part of the port. The monu-
ment greeted incoming visitors while narrow and stepped streets on its eastern and western sides
provided access to the structures on the upper level. An inscription on customs regulation (Fig.
12), located only 100 m east of the monuments, has been dated to the reign of Nero,%4 based on
the citation of the emperor’s and Lycian Prefect C. Licinius Mucianus’ (60-63 CE) names. A
unique example in the Anatolian Mediterranean, the inscription citing the Lycian customs law
documents the importance of Myra, and hence of Andriake, within the Lycian League as well as
the presence of a well-equipped and organised harbour playing a crucial role in maritime trade
routes.®3 A couple of water channels supplying water to the Northern and Southern Sectors must
have been built during the Early Roman period and developed at a later time for the sustentation
of baths and fountains.®

Granarium

The port settlement at Andriake enjoyed its most prosperous period during the reign of Hadri-
an; it is then that the Granarium®” was built in the Southern Sector and the settlement was further ex-
panded.®® Composed of eight chambers and a fagade facing north/the port, the very well-preserved
granary measures 64.24x38.65 m (Figs. 6, 11). Two chambers in the west are 6 m shorter than the
rest. The 6.40 m high and approximately 0.80 m thick walls were built in isodomic masonry on the
outside and polygonal masonry on the inside. A sequence of fascia blocks with inscribed dedications
and consoles scattered along the facade also served as the door lintel. The central gate has carved
busts of Emperor Hadrian and his spouse, Sabrina. Isis-Serapis, Pluto and a griffin are depicted on
the fagade of the seventh chamber of the Granarium. An inscription,®® carved, at a later time, after a
granary officer’s dream reads “Heracleon dedicated this after a dream he had.”™ Two square cham-
bers east and west of the facade have dowel holes on the walls, indicating the presence of wooden
shelves. The presence and location of shelves suggest that these must have been registration offices
used by granary officers. A 4.20 m wide portico runs parallel to the facade along the offices, which is
indicated by the consoles on the sequence of blocks with the dedicational inscription, as well as the
traces on the blocks of the stylobate. Three distinctive threshold spaces are sporadically located on

64 Takmer, “Giimriik Yasasi,” 1, 3; Burak Takmer, “Lex Portorii Provinciae Lyciae. Ein Vorbericht iiber die Zol-
linschrift aus Andriake aus neronischer Zeit,” Gephyra 4 (2007): 165.

65 In the mid-first century AD, Andriake was a prominent port on maritime trade routes from Egypt. See Michael Wor-
rle, “Bauinschrift,” in Myra: Eine lykische Metropole in antiker und byzantinischer Zeit, ed. Jirgen Borchhardt,
Istanbuler Forschungen 30 (Berlin: Gebr. Mann, 1975), 67.

66 Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plani,” 119.

67 Granarium ve Plakoma’da kazilara 2009 yilinda baglanmustir. Nevzat Cevik, “Myra ve Andriake Kazilarinda lk
Yil: 2009/First season of Excavations at Myra and Andriake: 2009,” ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haber-
leri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 8 (2010): 57 ff.; Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,”
43 ff.; Nevzat Cevik et al., “Myra ve Andriake Kazilarinda i1k Yil: 2009,” Kaz: Sonuglar: Toplantist 32, no. 1
(2011): 406 ft.; Cevik, Bulut, and Aygiin, “Myra’nin Limani,” 235 ff.

68 Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 221.

69 George E. Bean, Eski¢agda Lykia Kiyilari, trans. Hande Kokten (Istanbul: Arion Yaymlari, 1997), 135.

70 Worrle, “Bauinschrift,” 68.
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the stylobate. Wooden mounting holes on the fagades of the offices and the thresholds designate that
the portico was enclosed with wooden parapets. The granarium was covered with a wooden roof.
Semi-triangular pediments visible east and west of the facade ended at the level of the second cham-
ber, as a recovered corner block demonstrates. Considerably large horizontal beam holes on the
eastern and western walls show that a top cover with a semi-triangular pediment was placed above
the two chambers, while the chambers in between had east-west oriented hip roofs, as attested by
the north-south oriented triangular masonry and the inclined holes, particularly on the north-facing
blocks on the fagade, which must have been perforated for the beams supporting the eaves of the hip
roof. The semi-triangular limestone pediments that, viewed from the facade, extend until the level
of the second chamber, must have been built to emphasise the singularity of the triangular (pseudo-)
pediment on the fagade. The original wooden roof from the Roman period has been reconstructed
based on the above-mentioned data, as part of the restoration works undertaken during the conver-
sion of the Granarium into the Museum of Lycian Civilizations (Fig. 7).™

A Commercial Agora with complementary functions was built contemporaneously, east of
the Granarium, as part of the same development plan.” A carved inscription™ on the wall of the
Granarium demonstrates that the intense commercial activity of the second century CE continued
throughout the fourth century CE, which coincides with the fact that most of the recovered coins
have been dated to that same period. " The Granaria at Andriake and Patara, covering an area of
2,307 m? and 1,840 m? respectively, testify to the significance attributed by Rome to these cities
and to Eastern Mediterranean ports in general. Cargo ships carrying grains and cereals from Egypt
to Rome could seek shelter in adverse weather conditions or other compulsory circumstances in
these strategically important ports at Andriake and Patara. Grains and other products were stored
temporarily in massive silos at the ports.” Moreover, as the dockyard and slipways at the port of
Andriake clearly demonstrate, the ports were sufficiently equipped to provide logistic services to
grain ships. Worrle postulates that the Granaria at Andriake and Patara might have been built upon
Emperor Hadrian’s personal orders during his visits to the cities, and used not only for the safe
storage of imported grains from Egypt but also of grains harvested from the Lycian highlands.” An
inscription on a third-century CE sarcophagus at Andriake, citing the name of Aurelius Metrodoros
as horrerarius™ (granary superintendent), proves that Horrea were used for storage and commercial

71 Nevzat Cevik, “Andriake Likya Miizesi,” in Deniz Kuvvetleri Komutanligi, Ulusal Mizecilik Sempozyumu Bildirile-
ri 2022 Mayis 2015 Tiirkiye 'de Miizecilik. Yeni Kavram ve Uygulamalar, ed. Serhan Aras (Istanbul: Deniz Miizesi
Komutanligi, 2016), 18-29.

72 Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 38.

73 For the inscription, see Michael Worrle, “Die Inschrift des Flavius Eutolmius Tatianus,” in Myra: Eine lykische
Metropole in antiker und byzantinischer Zeit, ed. Jirgen Borchhardt, Istanbuler Forschungen 30 (Berlin: Gebr.
Mann, 1975), 70; Clive Foss, “The Lycian Coast in the Byzantine Age,” Dumbarton Oaks Papers 48 (1994): 25.

74 Bulut and Sengiil, “Sikkeler,” 119-23, Table 2; Bulut and Sengiil, “Kaz1 Sikkeleri,” 81 Table 2; Coins dating to
between the second and third centuries CE are the most prevalent group of coins recovered during excavations at
Myra and Andriake. Sema Talu, “Myra ve Andriake’de Ele Gegen Takilar” (master’s thesis), Akdeniz Universitesi,
2020), 155.

75 At Andriake, grains were ground into flour in a large watermill on the opposite shore of the port, which could possi-
bly be dated to Late Antiquity, in comparison with the large facility in Barbegal in southern France. Foss, “Lycian
Coast,” 25.

76 Worrle, “Bauinschrift,” 67; The imperial fleet carrying grains stopped, on its route from Egypt to Constantinople, at
Andriake where products from the entire region were stored in order to be shipped to the capital, and perhaps for
local consumption to a certain degree. See Foss, “Lycian Coast,” 25.

77 H. A. Ormerod and E. S. G. Robinson, “Inscriptions from Lycia,” Journal of Hellenic Studies 34 (1914): 28 no. 37;
Worrle, “Bauinschrift,” 68; Alkan, “Teritoryum,” 210.
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purposes in Lycia in the third century CE. An edict on grain measurement regulations in Myra and
Arneai, dating from the reign of Theodosius I (379-395 CE), is found on the left of the fourth door.
Praefectus Praetorio Fl. Eutolmius Tatianus of Sidyma (388-392 CE) is cited in this inscription,™
significant for it proves that goods other than grains were also stored in the Horrea at Andriake and
allows absolute dating for the building. It reads: “HORREA IMP. CAESARIS DIVI TRAIANI
PARTHICI F. DIVI NERVAE NEPOTIS TRAIANI HADRIANI AUGUSTI COS. II1.”" Excava-
tion finds confirm®® that the Agora and the Granarium were built concurrently, as part of the public
works undertaken before Hadrian’s visit to Andriake in 129-130 CE.®' Restoration works at the
Granarium, presently converted into the Museum of Lycian Civilizations,® have revealed that the
previously-destroyed eastern wall of its first chamber to the east had the same dimensions as the two
shorter chambers to the west. The eastern chamber was originally six metres shorter than it currently
is, with its eastern wall angling southwards before facing west. Apparently, in the original plan, the
entire Granarium was designed in the dimensions of its shorter chambers to the west, but the initial
efforts were apparently abandoned during the construction phase, for no traces of the wall, running
west, of the first chamber could be found within the second chamber to the east.

Agora

Also known as Plakoma®® from ancient sources, and among pioneer occidental voyag-
ers who visited the region,®® the Agora (Figs. 6, 7, 13) is adjacent to the Granarium in the east
and covers a quadrangular area of approximately 60x56 m. A monumental cistern measuring
23.6x12.1 m, which was apparently the main water tank of Andriake, is situated at the centre of
the Agora. Porticoed shops with doors facing the courtyard surround the cistern. Rainwater from
the rooftops of the porticos, the shops and the Granarium was collected in the cistern using water
channels. The monumental entrance gate, built approximately 10 m east of the central axis of the
northern fagade, indicates that the street regulations of the period had to be adopted. The struc-

78 Wartle, “Die Inschrift,” 70 ff.; Oztiirk, “Yazitlar Isiginda,” 298 ff.
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tures, currently located north of the gate, must have been originally built on an alley leading from
the quay to the main entrance. The close location of the customs inscription®® seems to confirm
this. Numerous letters on walls, typically built in isodomic masonry, are noticeable. The use of
profiled blocks as spolia in the masonry suggests that shops had two storeys in the initial phase.

The eastern part of the northern wing of the Agora and the enclosed chambers built of
spolia in front have been identified as rebuilt murex workshops (Figs. 13, 14).8¢ The spolia wall,
running along the shop fronts on the eastern wing towards the main entrance in the northern
wing, must have been the original borderline between the stylobate and the portico. A terrace of
stone blocks is found in front of the wall. The corridor-like space between the wall and the shops
has been divided into three separate units with party walls, which must have most probably had
workshop-related functions.

Caravan Park

East of the Agora lies Andriake’s sole flatland. That no traces of remains have been found
on the surface of this large area suggests that it must have been a caravan park. Indeed, consider-
ing the shipping traffic at the port, it seems necessary to have such a place near the Agora, where
hundreds of animals could have been loaded and unloaded. Otherwise, a land so valuable and
suitable for settlement would not have been left undeveloped.

Murex Workshops®

The murex dye workshops are located inside the shops east of the northern gate of Pla-
koma (Figs. 13, 14). Three of these shops, situated immediately east of the gate, were joined by
demolishing the party walls while the easternmost chamber in the corner remained unaltered. A
corridor west of this shop appears to have provided access to both chambers and signs of wear on
the threshold testify to intensive activity. A total of five south-facing workshops have been iden-
tified inside the chambers. The workshops, which, like ceramic kilns, have a circular plan with a
central platform surrounded by canals, measure between 2.5 and 2.9 m in diameter, between 50
and 90 cm in preserved depth, and between 8 and 22 cm in width, and bear traces of plastering.
They have been built entirely of rubble; columns and other architectural elements of the church
and possibly of the porticos have also been used. The southern wall of the shops and the door
frames cladded with arches must have belonged to the mouth of the furnace. Traces of ash have
been found, proving that fire was burnt inside the brick-and-mortar arches. Small ponds and ca-
nals occur between and behind the furnaces.

While, in sixth century Aperlae, waste from dye workshops were disposed of outside the
city,®® in Andriake, refuse was dumped on the eastern and western wings of the Agora, particu-
larly in the southern parts. Piles of junk, some of which rise as high as three meters, cover an area

85 Takmer, “Glimriik Yasas1,” 9 ff.

86 Dye production in Lycia is attested not only in Andriake but also, by the presence of murex waste, in Phaselis and
Aperlae. Andriake is particular in that murex workshops were first discovered there. Potsherds recovered from
murex waste in Aperlae date to 330-650 CE. Robert L. Hohlfelder and Robert L. Vann, “Uncovering the Maritime
Secrets of Aperlae, A Coastal Settlement of Ancient Lycia,” Near Eastern Archaeology 61, no. 1 (1998): 30; Hel-
lenkemper ve Hild, Lykien, 173.

87 Cakir Afsin Aygiin, Andriake Muraks Boya Endiistrisi/Andriake Murex Dye Industry, Adalya Ekyayin Dizisi/Sup-
plementary Series 14 (Istanbul: Suna ve inan Kirag Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma Merkezi (AKMED), 2016),
31 ff.

88 Hohlfelder and Vann, “Aperlae,” 29 ff.
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of 800—1,000 m? and incorporate 400—-800 m?* of broken seashells. A group of amphora sherds,
most of which have intact neck and handle, have been recovered from the pile (Fig. 26), as well
as a small pile of ash.

Excavations revealed®® that the murex workshops functioned from the reign of Theodisius
I (379-395 CE) until the reign of Marcian (450-457 CE).?° Purple fabric dye produced from
sea snails—Murex trunculus, Murex brandaris and Hexaplex trunculus in particular®—was an
important commercial product valued throughout Antiquity, and often a symbol of status, even
exclusively reserved for the imperial family.®2 At Andriake, Hexaplex trunculus was the primary
raw material for production.®® Colours vary from red to lilac and purple, depending on the species,
region and processing.®4

To produce dye, first, sea snails were collected by trapping and diving.®® They were carried
to workshops in amphorae on boats. Murexes were, then, possibly stored alive in the proximity
of the workshops. A great amount of broken amphora sherds recovered from murex waste, piled
up, particularly, on the south-eastern and south-western corners of Plakoma (Fig. 26),% confirms
that the animals were carried in amphorae. These species can live without food in seawater for
weeks.®?” Hohlfelder and Vann suggested that, in Aperlae, potsherds were regularly dumped into
the murex midden in order to prevent odour and repel birds.®® Yet, finds from Andriake refute this.

Colouring substance was obtained by the oxidation of the mucus in the murex’ hypobran-
chial gland through exposure to air, followed by thermal processing. Each shell was individually
broken by hand, then the hypobranchial gland was cut off and removed.®® Murexes too small to
break in hand must have been crushed either in stacks or individually and harvested with or with-
out the shell.'®®

Cut-off glands were first kept in lead pots for three days; then, for nine or ten days, heated,
filtered and let rest to ensure purification from animal tissue remains before finally being made into
pure dye. The heating process varied according to the desired hue, as well as the species and the
region the animal was caught in.'®'It is of utmost importance not to allow the mixture to boil since

89 We had initially suggested that the murex workshops should have operated until the seventh century CE at latest.
Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 43.

90 Cakir Afsin Aygiin, “Andriake Mureks Boya Endiistrisi” (master’s thesis, Akdeniz Universitesi, 2012), 56, 62; Ay-
giin, Boya Endiistrisi, 50; “Purpura” is mentioned twice on the Customs Inscription from the reign of Nero. Takmer,
“Gumriik Yasasi,” 25 ff.; Takmer, “Lex Portorii,” 171. However, this does not prove the presence of dye production
in Andriake. Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 42 f.n. 237.
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Dumbarton Oaks Studies 39 (Washington, D. C.: Dumbarton Oaks, 2002), 158 ff.
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Molluscs in Former Environments of Human Behaviour. Proceedings of the 9th International Council of the Ar-
chaeozoology Conference, Durham, August 2002, ed. Daniella E. Bar and Yosef Mayer (Oxford: Oxbow Books,
2005), 100, 104 ff.
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97 Pliny, The Natural History of Pliny 9.128.
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dye material could get spoiled.'®? During the heating process, fire burnt in front of the furnaces was
directed inside through canals in order to heat the lead cauldrons found in situ on the platform. This
way, lead cauldrons were not directly exposed to fire and dye was heated in a controlled manner.
Dye substance thus purified of animal remains could then be used to produce fabric dye.'°3

The earliest finds from the Agora are Hellenistic League coins (Fig. 25), recovered occa-
sionally mixed with fill material, on surface soil between ruins in and around Plakoma. A customs
inscription from the reign of Nero (Fig. 12),'°4recovered in 1999, 30 m northeast of the main gate
of Plakoma firmly establishes the presence of an Agora in the same area during the first century
CE, the same way as a storage facility is estimated prior to Hadrian’s Granarium.

From the fourth century CE onwards, there was increased activity in Plakoma, as in the
entire Andriake, due to settlement. Numerous coins dating from this period have been recovered,
particularly from lower levels.'®® Excavation finds and architectural observations can be briefly
stated as follows:

Recovered finds and the architectural planning of the site prove that Plakoma and the Grana-
rium were built contemporaneously (Figs. 6, 7). It is not clear by evidence that Plakoma was dam-
aged by the earthquake of 141 CE. Nonetheless, the phase identified by the use of profiled consoles
as lintel and of spolia in masonry is believed to be related to the earthquake of 240 CE. During this
phase, two-storey shops and porticos were replaced by single-storey shops and porticos with heart-
shaped pillars. That, in most parts, no earlier finds were found underlying fourth-century material,
even on levels not far off from the foundation, suggests that the structure underwent substantial
changes during this period: it was dug as deep as the foundation level in most parts, then, most prob-
ably releveled and rebuilt with the same blocks. The stylobates of the porticos were dismantled to
ground level in this period, which probably corresponds to the reign of Theodosius (379-395 CE),
when murex workshops began to function. The re-ratification of laws restricting purple clothing
during the reign of Theodosius II apparently did not have an effect on Andriake’s dye produc-
tion, which was quite possibly under ecclesiastical control.'® Finds recovered from murex waste
also confirm that dye production continued vigorously at least until the reign of Marcian (450457
CE)."97 Sixth-century lamps, recovered from the spaces between the ruins of shops before soil was
reached, suggest that the 4gora was destroyed during the earthquake of 529 CE."°® As of yet, there
is no evidence of continuation, or cessation, of production in workshops after the earthquake.

Nymphaion
A structure built north of the confluence at Cayagzi between Andriake and Myra, at the
source of the Andriakos Stream, is known as the “Nymphaion” (Fig. 5).1°° Excavations revealed
that the structure consisted of three sections, including a main/central chamber 10.55x13.20 m in

102 Ruscillo, “Reconstructing Murex,” 104.

103 Ruscillo, “Reconstructing Murex,” 105; Pliny, The Natural History of Pliny 32.23.

104 Takmer, “Giimriik Yasas1,” 23 ffl.
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108 We initially hypothesized that after the destruction of the shops, the Agora had lost its commercial function, that a
spolia wall was annexed to the northern and eastern wings, and that the shops in the northern wing were converted
into murex workshops which remained in use until the mid-seventh century CE at latest. Cevik and Bulut, “Myra
Andriake,” 43.

109 Borchhardt, Myra, 72 ff.
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size, ending with a 6.45 m wide, southeast-facing apse, with a 0.90 m wide terrace carved into the
main rock in the rear (northern) part. The eastern wall has two doors, including a twin door to the
south. Both doors lead to Chamber III. An arched corridor, abutting the doors from the north, has a
small semi-circular basin adjacent to it from the east."® Borchhardt states that “the structure might
have been a bathhouse built near the sacred spring, although its function as a Nymphaion should
not be ignored.”" Bayburtluoglu stresses that this is the only source of freshwater in the area and
agrees that the structure might have been a fountain." Farrington claims that, located between Myra
and Andriake, at a great distance to the settlement, this could not have been a bathhouse, but most
probably a fountain built in the second or early third century CE™ while Tekinalp argues that it must
be a fountain from the reign of Hadrian." The function of the structure cannot be clearly defined
as excavations have not yet been completed. However, it seems possible to suggest that it had a
freshwater-related function. Though not positively, we suppose that the basin in Chamber 11, where
sulphuric spring water is collected, as well as the semi-circular wash basin in Chamber III, suggest
that this might have been a thermal spring."® This is confirmed by the vast number of sulphuric wa-
ter basins along the eastern end of the Andriakos Stream, still used today for healing skin diseases.

Western Bathhouse

The construction of a waterway, the Granarium and the Agora/Plakoma, which would
become the centre of trade in this period (Fig. 5), clearly points at increased development activity
at the port of Andriake. The Western Bathhouse located east of Church B must have been built in
the second century CE, in relation to the heightened traffic at the port."® Since 2018, a minimum
of three phases have been identified during excavations in the Western Bathhouse. However, they
cannot be absolutely dated based on recovered finds."” Excavations, which were almost complet-
ed by 2019, revealed that the bathhouse, heavily damaged most probably in an earthquake, like
the Eastern Bathhouse, was altered in the Tepidarium only, and divided in three parts to make a
smaller bathhouse.

The financial crisis that affected the Roman Empire from the third century CE onwards had
both political and economic repercussions on Lycian cities, which were granted right of coinage
after the earthquake of 240 CE during the reign of Gordian IIl. Among them, Myra minted homo-
noia coins jointly with Patara™ in this period, and later, during the reign of Valerian (253-260
CE)," with Side. Third century CE was also a time when Christianity began to spread across Ly-
cia. Myra owes its reputation in this period to St. Nicholas, who settled in and became the bishop
of Myra during the reign of Constantine (306-337 CE). St. Nicholas, who established a church
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to teach his doctrine, remained in Myra until his death. The church, where his tomb is,'2° and the
martyrion remain an Orthodox-Christian pilgrimage site to this day.

Shops

The majority of the structures built along the shoreline in the southern settlement at An-
driake have been identified as workplaces (Figs. 6, 15), but cannot be absolutely dated since they
remain unexcavated. By contrast, the shops adjacent from the east to the memorial monuments in
front of the Granarium have been completely excavated. Diocletian and Licinius coins recovered
from the ground level suggest that the shops must have been built in the third century CE at the
earliest. According to coin and pottery finds, the shops functioned at highest capacity during the
fourth and fifth centuries CE while their last phase dates to the sixth century CE. Fragments of
lead weights and scales are the primary finds in the small finds assemblage.'?' Although the com-
pletely-excavated, exemplary business street dates to the Late Roman period, given the presence
of unexcavated sites on the commercial axis, the high-activity periods of the port and the promi-
nence of Myra and Andriake in the period, it seems plausible to argue in favour of the presence of
shops from the Hellenistic period onwards.22

Necropolis

Roman graves—mostly sarcophagi and chamosoria—occur at the junction of Andriake
and the road from Myra (Figs. 5, 6). The graves on the eastern end lie beneath a Byzantine church
and other buildings."?® Excavated chamber graves south and north of Church A, as well as finds of
a great typological and iconographical variety recovered inside them, reflect the prosperity of the
city, particularly during the second and third centuries.'* Rare finds with exquisite iconography
have been recovered, including a ring stone with the depiction of four quadrigae racing in the
hippodrome (Fig. 22).'25 The prevalent material for jewellery-making was gold, although various
gems and precious stones, including jasper, agate and carnelian, were also used.'?é Finds of el-
egant material and craftsmanship from the second and third centuries CE testify not only to the
favourable socioeconomic conditions of the settlement during the period, but also to the affluence
it acquired through maritime trade activities at the port. The graves also offer new insights into
the tomb architecture and burial customs in Roman Lycia: most significantly, they demonstrate
that tomb architecture does not always define the economic class of the deceased. For instance, a
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lendirmeler,” in III. Uluslararasi Likya Sempozyumu. Sempozyum Bildirileri 07—10 Kasim 2005 Antalya/The IIT*
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small and deformed hybrid tomb that apparently seemed to belong to the lowest classes yielded
extravagant jewellery and artefacts, and quite extraordinarily, 114 coins. As the great number of
coins is quite extraordinary for a single tomb, the presence of lower-class tombs containing up-
per-class finds is also among the most significant discoveries from the necropolises at Andriake.

Numerous finds, including coins, which are the predominant finds at Andriake (Fig. 25),
the above-mentioned epigraphic data from the fourth century CE, an inscription on rope sales
dating from the reign of Arcadius and numerous amphorae, document intense commercial activity
during the period (Fig. 26).'27 The Eastern Bathhouse is the first architectural find attesting to fun-
damental development activity at Andriake during the fourth century CE.'?® Measuring 50 x 38 m,
the bathhouse is the first structure on the eastern end of the Southern Sector at Roman Andriake.
The first phase of the bathhouse comprises five subdivisions (Figs. 6, 17, 18); the Roman phase
dates to the fourth century CE. The bathhouse continued to function during the Byzantine period;
the caldarium, most probably ruined in the earthquake of 529 CE, was replaced by a new one to
the west. The construction date of the Eastern Bathhouse suggests that the previously built West-
ern Bathhouse (Figs. 6, 17, 19) no longer sufficed to meet the escalating needs due to increased
activity at the port.'?® This is also the case for the bathhouse in the Northern Sector: The Northern
Bathhouse—the smallest of all bathhouses in the settlement—must have been, as well, built in the
fourth century CE, the most thriving period of the port.'3°

Churches

Myra became a metropolis after being declared the religious and administrative capital of
Lycia during the reign of Theodosius II (408-450 CE).™® Consequently, the city is reckoned to have
reached its widest territorial boundaries in the Late Roman/Early Byzantine period.'2 The port of
Andriake developed considerably owing to its convenient location on the main seaborne routes
between Egypt, the Eastern Mediterranean and the capital.’®® As a matter of fact, North African
plates have been recovered from Church A,'*# and a great amount of amphorae, imported from
various regions, have been found in other areas, Plakoma in particular (Fig. 26).*5 Thus, Andriake’s
status as the main regional port was further consolidated after Myra became the principal metrop-
olis of the region. Intensive development activities were undertaken during this period in tandem
with increased circulation at the port.™®® Five of the six churches at Andriake date to the late fifth
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century CE (Figs. 6, 7).”®" The contemporaneous construction of the churches can be explained by
Myra’s upgraded status as a metropolis, as well as by increased pilgrimage visits to the martyria
of saints after the fifth century CE."®® The Northern Sector of the settlement at Andriake measures
approximately 300x150 m in dimension. Underwater remains occur in the wetlands to the south.
The Northern Sector is surrounded by Byzantine walls in the west, the north and the east (Figs. 6,
7, 24), with Church D at the centre and Church E outside the kastron to the east. Two phases have
been identified with respect to the walls. The eastern walls must have been built during the reign of
Justinian while the western walls are considered to have been built either during the mid-seventh
century CE, marked by heightened Arab incursions, or in 655 CE when the empire lost its domina-
tion over the Mediterranean, or later.'®®

Synagogue

The earliest Jewish temple in the Anatolian Mediterranean, the Synagogue of Andriake is
proof of intense activity and ethnic diversity at the port.'° The synagogue is located in front of
the western corner of the Horrea Hadriani and faces the port (north) (Figs. 5, 6). Early finds, most
of which were recovered from apse fill,'¥ give valuable clues about Andriake’s cosmopolitanism
as a commercial settlement. Nonetheless, the most crucial finds consist of stone artefacts and
artefact fragments that belong to the Synagogue itself and the period of its construction. Among
these, intact inscribed menorah plaques (Fig. 24) are the most significant. Two of the three in-
scriptions read “eipnvn eni tov 1opanA”’ (Peace be upon Israel) with religious expressions, such
as “Amen” and “Shalom”, at the end. This is the first integrative evidence of Jewish settlement in
Lycia. For the first time, architectural, iconographic and epigraphic evidence has been recovered
concomitantly and in situ. The early presence of a Jewish community, even during the fifth and
sixth centuries dominated by Christianism, within the religious/social sphere at Myra, the centre
of Christianity, is clearly demonstrated by these finds.'42

The devastating earthquake'? in 529 CE during the reign of Justinian I affected the entire
central Lycia, including Myra and Andriake. The construction of the Church of St. Nicholas also
dates to this phase.'4 Yet, the original church must have existed since much earlier, as attested
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by the life of St. Nicholas. Excavations undertaken in the Agora and the Harbour Structures in
2010 revealed that several buildings at Andriake, including Plakoma, the Eastern and Western
Bathhouses, and by far mostly Church B, were damaged in the earthquake. Malalas writes in his
Chronographia that the port of Andriake'® partly regained its dynamism after the post-earth-
quake reconstruction'® of Myra by Justinian I but that, soon after, commerce was hindered due
to security-threatening Arab incursions, resulting in a decrease of activity, once more, at the port.
On the other hand, that Vita Nicolae Sionitae, written after the death of Nicholas of Sion (527-565
CE) mentions Andriake as an epineion (anchorage) or emporion (port of trade),'” along with
other valuable information on social and religious life in the region, proves that Andriake was still
a thriving port of trade in the late sixth century CE.

Foss argues that the trade centre located south of the port was abandoned sometime after the
sixth century CE and a new fortification wall was built in the Northern Sector.*® Apparently, the
eastern part of the Southern Sector was left vulnerable to Arab incursions although Church C and
its vicinity, located on the western end of the Southern Sector, were converted into a kastron (Fig.
6). Coins from the reign of Constance Il (641-668 CE) and pottery finds dated to the seventh to
eighth centuries indicate that the settlement began to decline and was already being abandoned by
this period. Correspondingly, Byzantine green glazed pottery, produced from the eighth century CE
onwards, is represented by only one sample in the assemblage. This latter find shows that the set-
tlement was still in use to some degree. As opposed to the Southern Sector, the Northern Sector has
been fortified against Arab incursions with walls encircling dwellings and the church. Fortification
walls stretch along the ridge north of the settlement before diverging, past Church D in the east,
towards the Andriakos Stream in the south. No traces of fortification have been observed in that part
of the Northern Sector, facing the port; walls in this area have been built of spolia. In the western
part, however, walls built of roughly cut stone blocks and mortar face the port where the Andriakos
Stream meets the sea. The fortification walls in the Northern Sector at Andriake, which resemble
contemporaneous walls in Aperlae and Olympos, must have been built in the sixth to seventh cen-
tury. Then again, that Andriake has not been included in Medieval portolan charts suggests that the
port lost the importance it enjoyed during the Early Byzantine period.

The sparsity of archaeological evidence from the Southern Sector, which can be dated to later
than the seventh century CE, might be explained either by Arab incursions or alluvia deposited at
the port. Constance Il was defeated in Phoenice by fleets commanded by Abu al-A’war, deputy of
Mu’awiya, Governor of Syria, and Abd Allah ibn Sa‘d ibn Ab1 Sarh, Governor of Egypt. Conse-
quently, Arab fleets were able to navigate freely across the Mediterranean. Andriake was inevitably
impacted by the Arab incursions targeting the Lycian coast in the seventh century. Defence against
the attacks concentrated in the Northern Sector and around Church C, located in the western part of
the Southern Sector. In other words, the port settlement at Andriake was not entirely encircled by
walls but only partly protected by certain security measures. This might be due to the heavy damage
that the unprotected eastern half of the Southern Sector suffered in the earthquake of 529 CE, which
was to be even further aggravated in yet another earthquake 70 years later that caused the Lycian

145 Foss, “Lycian Coast,” 2, 23; Biilent Isler, “Myra ve Cevresinde Bizans Dénemi,” in Arkeolojisinden Dogasina
Myra/Demre ve Cevresi, ed. Nevzat Cevik (Antalya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Yayini, 2010), 235.

146 Foss, “Lycian Coast,” 25, 36.

147 Gustav Anrich, Hagios Nikolaos: Der heilige Nikolaos in der griechischen Kirche, Texte und Untersuchungen,
Band I-1T (Leipzig-Berlin: B. G. Teubner, 1913-1917), 67, 77, 86, 101, 106d., 132, 162, 225d., 228, 252, 399, 425.

148 Foss, “Lycian Coast,” 32.
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coast to violently collapse and left this part of the settlement dysfunctional. The plague of 542 CE,
which resulted in a substantial decrease in population, should also be taken into consideration. ° On
the other hand, Feld notes that most annexes to churches in Andriake are graves and, thus, belong to
the eleventh century CE.'S° Tekinalp argues that Annexes A1, B1 and E1, belonging to Church A, B
and E, respectively, must have been built prior to the eighth or ninth century CE, and the annex to
Church C in the eleventh or twelfth century CE.' Surveys carried out at Andriake by Marksteiner
yielded similar results; potsherds collected from the surface in the Southern Sector have been dated
to no later than the seventh and eighth centuries CE."S2 Four folles from the sixth/seventh century
CE, recovered from the floor of Church A (Annex A1) in 2018, set the terminus ante quem for the
construction of the chapel while six anonymous folles from the eleventh century CE, recovered from
the upper level, belong to the last operational phase.'>® The most prevalent find type in the pottery
assemblage, namely, ceramic wares for daily use, recovered during excavations from 2009 onwards,
too, date to the seventh century CE at latest.'®* This terminus ante quem is also true for jewellery'>®
and bronze artefacts from Church B, 3¢ as well as for other small finds."” Moreover, it should be
noted that among the 917 identifiable coins (Fig. 25) within the total assemblage of 4,250 coins
recovered from Andriake, 21 coins date to the reign of Constance II (641-668 CE), and 11 coins
date to the tenth to thirteenth century CE, leaving the period from the seventh to the tenth century
in obscurity. Congruent numismatic and pottery finds, as well as the lack of data on development
activities between the tenth and thirteenth centuries CE, suggest that some of the structures in the
Southern Sector might have been reused in the latest phase. Apparently, only minor revisions, and no
actual reconstructions, were involved since seven anonymous eleventh century CE folles, including
six folles from the annex to Church A in the eastern part of the Southern Sector and one follis from
the Eastern Bathhouse, were all recovered from near the surface of the trenches. The dates proposed
by Tekinalp for the annexes are compatible with the results of the surveys carried out by Marksteiner
and with our excavation finds. Therefore, it can be argued that the port was inoperative in the eastern
part of the Southern Sector during the seventh and eighth centuries CE, and mostly, if not entirely,
abandoned. The remains visible in the marsh between the Andriakos Stream and the slope on which
the settlement lies belong to structures built on alluvial fill,'*® which means that, over time, the port
was silted up and gradually diminished in size. Also in the same area, the remains of a wall'>® dat-

149 T. M. P. Duggan, “Supplementary Data to be Added to the Chronology of Plagues and Earthquakes in Antalya
Province and in Adjacent and Related Areas,” Adalya 8 (2005): 358.

150 Otto Feld, “Die Kirchen von Myra und Umgebung,” in Myra: Eine lykische Metropole in antiker und byzan-
tinischer Zeit iginde, ed. Jiirgen Borchhardt, Istanbuler Forschungen 30 (Berlin: Gebr. Mann, 1975), 402.

151 Tekinalp, “Andriake,” 326.

152 Thomas Marksteiner, “Andriake Yiizey Arastirmasi 2004 Y1l Calismalar1,” ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji
Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 4 (2006): 73; Marksteiner, “Andriake Yiizey
Aragtirmasi 2005 Yili Calismalart.” ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from
Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 5 (2007): 100; Banu Yener Marksteiner, “Andriake Yiizey Arastirmalart 2008,”
ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 7
(2009): 107.

153 Nevzat Cevik et al., “Myra ve Andriake/Myra & Andriake 2017,” ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/
News of Archaeology from Anatolia s Mediterranean Areas 16 (2018): 81.

154 Ciineyt Oz, “Myra ve Andriake Ge¢c Roma Donemi Seramikleri” (PhD diss., Akdeniz Universitesi, 2020), 161-65.

155 Talu, “Takilar,” 155.

156 Ozgii Comezoglu, “Andriake B Kilisesi’nden Bronz Objeler,” Adalya 16 (2013): 314.

157 Comezoglu, “Small Finds, ” 58—60.

158 Hellenkemper and Hild, Lykien, 439.

159 Architectural sculpture finds from a chapel also point to a revival of the centre opposite the port in Late Antiquity.
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able to the Medieval Age is suggestive of a small port that might have operated near Cayagzi only.
The fortification walls in the Northern Sector and around Church C in the Southern Sector, as well
as the lack of mention of Andriake in Medieval portolan charts are compatible with this.'6®

Discussion and Conclusions

Stone axes (Fig. 21) recovered in recent years in the vicinity of the port of Andriake not
only document human activity on coastal settlements, such as Andriake, Gagae and Patara, but
also opens for discussion the possibility of settlement on the coastline in the Early Bronze Age
and before. Geomorphological studies (Figs. 3, 4) demonstrate that, in the Early Bronze Age, the
port of Andriake was not yet a naturally sheltered inland harbour while the Kumdag Hill was still
an island, and the Sura Valley a bay. However, the presence of a possible harbour formed by a
natural cove known as “Arid Land” (Geren Alani) on the northern coastline of Andriake, which
was relatively more sheltered than the open sea during the Early Bronze Age due to its location
between the Kumdag and Bozdag Hills, could be suggested as a topic of discussion. Most prob-
ably during the second millennium BCE, the Myros Stream silted up the confluence at Cayagzi,
making Andriake a sheltered natural inner harbour that debouched into the sea from the west
only." The bed of the harbour measures 2,300x200/300 m and extends roughly from west-south-
west to east-northeast. Structures that belong to the settlement lie on the east-west oriented slopes,
facing the port, in the north and the south (Figs. 5, 7). Therefore, Andriake was not only a port
providing shelter to trade vessels, but also an indispensable port of call providing logistic facilities
for seafarers.'®? Despite the sparsity of architectural finds about its presence during the Classical
period, affluent archaeological evidence from Classical Myra supports that the port of Andriake
remained in use during the period.

Andriake’s presence as a settlement is more evident in the Hellenistic period than in the
fourth century BCE and before. In the Southern Sector of the settlement at Andriake, a fortifi-
cation wall with four observable towers built in isodomic masonry extends east-west approxi-
mately two hundred meters along the ridge on Tagyuvarlanacagi Hill before bending from east
and west to north, towards the port (Fig. 10). Hence, the ridge, surrounded by fortification walls,
was made into a fortress, which illustrates that the settlement and the port entrance were secured
during the Hellenistic period. Limyra, Patara, Xanthos and Andriake, then under Ptolemaic rule,
were conquered by the Seleucid King Antiochus III in 197. Therefore, it seems plausible that
the towers at Myra, Andriake and their vicinities might have been part of the Ptolemaic defence
chain covering the entire Mediterranean. Also, the presence of a military post at Andriake during
Ptolemaic rule has been suggested before, which could thus be duly associated with the fortress
on the southwestern edge of the port. Andriake’s military and strategic importance during Ptole-
maic rule continued into the period of the Lycian League. Increased maritime trade on the Lycian
coast also indicates that the port was more equipped and developed in this period than it was in

Yet, no traces dating to after the seventh century CE have been discovered in most buildings in the area. Foss,
“Lycian Coast,” 36.

160 For detailed information on the subject, see Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 29, 38 ff.; T. M. P. Duggan and
Cakir Afsin Aygiin, “Myra’nin Ortagag ve Sonrasindaki Limani Tasdibi-Stamira,” Arkeolojisinden Dogasina Myra/
Demre ve Cevresi, ed. Nevzat Cevik (Antalya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi Yayini, 2010), 161-64; Cevik,
Bulut and Aygiin, “Myra’nin Limani,” 239 ff.; Bulut and Sengiil, “Kaz Sikkeleri,” 4, 88.

161 Oner, “Jeomorfoloji,” 6 Map 7.

162 Cevik, Bulut, and Aygiin, “Myra’nin Liman1,” 233.
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the fourth century BCE and before. Henceforth, it could be argued that substantial architectural
development commenced at the port of Andriake during the Hellenistic period.

The port of Andriake maintained its pace of development during the Roman Age. In the
first quarter of the first century CE, Memorial Monuments were built on the port’s shoreline,
followed by the construction of public buildings, including the Customs Building and the Mon-
umental Inscription during the reign of Nero, and the Granarium, the Agora/Plakoma, the Aque-
duct and Nymphaion during the reign of Hadrian. Andriake’s commercial district, under Hadrian’s
rule, included the Granarium, Plakoma and their vicinities (Figs. 6, 7).'63 It is indicated by the
Memorial Monuments (Figs. 15, 16) and the Customs Building, among others, that central struc-
tures at the port were already located within close proximity prior to the reign of Hadrian. Built
upon the orders of the emperor to supply grains to Rome, the Horrea Hadriani (Fig. 11) must
have been used to store other local products, too. Therefore, a great number of shops, warehouses,
androns and accommodation facilities, as well as maintenance and repair facilities for vessels,
were indispensable for the port’s vital functions, which is attested by the shops on the Quay Road
and other structures exposed in the vicinity of the dockyard and slipways (Fig. 20). According to
the functional zoning of the Port of Andriake, which continued its rapid growth during the Roman
period, the social areas included a pair of bathhouses and interjacent buildings located in the east-
ern half of the Southern Sector that measures approximately 700x100 m. (Fig. 17). Also in this
period, as in the Late Roman period, groups of structures located on the coastline in the Southern
Sector were separated by north-south oriented, narrow lanes with steps that led to the road on the
shoreline. The location of public buildings, including the Granarium, Plakoma and bathhouses,
as well as that of the Customs Inscription (Fig. 12), denote that the centre of the settlement/port
was situated in the southern part to enable easy and secure traffic management. Community areas
were found here, too, along with commercial buildings. Dockyard and slipway facilities were
located west of the Granarium (in the vicinity of Church C). For the moment, we do not have sat-
isfactory evidence to determine the period and functions of some of the structures in this area.'®4

The settlement at Andriake expanded in the third century CE, particularly with newly built
shops alongshore in the Southern Sector. Similarly, in the Northern Sector, development works
were extended to the south-east towards the shoreline, most probably to include new shops and
other market buildings. The construction of the Eastern and Western Bathhouses in the fourth
century CE indicates increased activity at the port, which is also confirmed by coin, ceramic and
epigraphic finds (Figs. 25, 26). Myra became the metropolitan religious and administrative capital
of Lycia during the reign of Theodosius II (408—450 CE). Five of the six churches in Andriake
date to the late fifth century CE (Figs. 5, 6, 7).®® These must have been built for the visitors of
the martyria of saints in Myra, who grew significantly in number after Myra became a metrop-
olis and pilgrimages increased after the fifth century CE. In this period, temples were built not
only for Christians but also for Jews. A synagogue built to the northwest in front of the Horrea
implies Andriake’s crucial role in international maritime trade. Since worship traffic concentrated

163 Cevik and Aygiin, “Islevsel Bolgeleme,” 880.

164 Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plani,” 216 ff.

165 For the history of the churches, see Tekinalp, “Andriake,” 346; Coins recovered from Church B suggest that the
church, built in the early fifth century CE, was partly destroyed in the earthquake of 530 CE and reconstructed
during the reign of Justinian, serving pilgrims who came to Myra probably by sea until the early seventh century
CE. The latest coins recovered from the church have been dated to the reign of Marcian (582—-602 CE). Akyiirek,
“Geg Antik,” 55.
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rather in Myra, which was a pilgrimage centre, churches and synagogues in the harbour district
of Andriake should be considered harbour sanctuaries. Andriake is mentioned as an emporion
(trade centre) in documents from this period. It must have maintained its status as an emporion,
often mentioned in the Vita of Nicholas of Sion, throughout the Roman Age. The earthquake in
529 CE impacted the entire Lycia, including Andriake. The safety of the Mediterranean coast was
compromised by the plague in 542 CE, followed by Arab incursions from the seventh century CE
onwards. After Constance Il was defeated by the fleets of Abu al-A’war, deputy of Mu’awiya,
Governor of Syria, and those of Abd Allah ibn Sa‘d ibn Abi Sarh, Governor of Egypt, trade was
hindered at the Mediterranean ports. The western part of the fortification walls in the Northern
Sector at Andriake was built in this period against the Arab threat on the Lycian coastline. The for-
tification wall surrounding Church C in the Southern Sector dates to the sixth to seventh century
CE. No fortified areas occur in the eastern part of the settlement.

Recovered coins from the reign of Constance I (641-688 CE) and ceramic finds datable
to the seventh to eighth century CE imply that the Southern Sector lost its prominence and was
being gradually abandoned in this period. In other words, during the seventh and eighth centuries
CE, the port was not active in the eastern part of the Southern Sector, which was mostly, if not
entirely, abandoned. Visible remains in a swamp between the Andriakos Stream and the slope on
which the settlement lay belong to structures placed on alluvial fill, which means that the port
was gradually silted up and diminished in size. Also in the same area, remains of a wall, possibly
datable to the Medieval Age, suggest the presence of a small port restricted to Cayagzi. This is
compatible with the presence of fortification walls in the Northern Sector and around Church C
in the Southern Sector, as well as the lack of mention of Andriake in Medieval portolan charts.'6é
Although Andriake still functioned as a small port in the Medieval Age, Tagdibi/Stamirra (Demre)
is mentioned as Myra’s port in portolan charts.'” The location of the tower at Tagdibi must have
been chosen in relationship with the presence of the Late Roman port.

A small number of coins from the tenth to thirteenth century CE recovered during excava-
tions belong to the last phase of Andriake. The sparsity of evidence of development works datable
to this time period signifies that some structures in the Southern Sector were reused with minor
revisions.

With structures encircling a natural inner harbour almost from all three directions, An-
driake hosted, as recent finds attest, an uninterrupted port settlement from the Classical period till
the mid-seventh century CE. Although Plinius mentions Andriake as a city,'® the settlement was
never conferred city status. The absence of public buildings that would be expected in a city also
supports that this was not a city but only a port settlement. The settlement continued its growth
in all periods, with development works and harbour activities peaking after Myra’s conferment
as the Lycian capital. Andriake offers a rare opportunity to study the physical conditions of a port
settlement in Late Antiquity,'®® for it was a centre of trade and transportation built particularly to

166 For more detailed information, see Cevik and Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 29, 38 ff.; Duggan and Aygiin, “Tagdibi,”
161-64; Cevik, Bulut, and Aygiin, “Myra’nin Liman1,” 239 ff.; Bulut and Sengiil, “Kaz Sikkeleri,” 88.

167 Duggan and Aygiin, “Tasdibi,” 168; T. Mikail P. Duggan ve Cakir Afsin Aygiin, “The Medieval and Later Port
of Myra/Stamira—Tasdibi,” in Hdéfen und Hafenstddte im ostlichen Mittelmeerraum von der Antike bis in byz-
antinische Zeit: Neue Entdeckungen und aktuelle Forschungsansdtze/Harbors and Harbor Cities in the Eastern
Mediterranean from Antiquity to the Byzantine Period: Recent Discoveries and Current Approaches, ed. Sabina
Ladstétter, Felix Pirson, and Thomas Schmidts, BYZAS 19. 1 (Istanbul: Ege Yayinlari, 2014), 245 ff.

168 Pliny, The Natural History of Pliny 5, XXVIII.

169 Akytirek, “Geg Antik,” 54.
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meet the needs of a port. The development of other cities, such as Patara,'” Phaselis,'” and Olym-
pos,'™ was intertwined with that of their ports; cities and ports intermingled in terms of planning
and development. As opposed to these harbour cities, Andriake was merely a port and a centre
for trade and industry, established and shaped by the principal city, Myra. Andriake, which took
its final shape over time as construction works were seasonally undertaken as required, included
all the necessary architectural elements of a port. The concentration of the structures in certain
areas designate that the settlement was configured according to functional areas. The central
part of the Southern Sector consisted of the commercial district (Granarium, Agora, workshops
and shops), the eastern part served as public areas, while the western part included the dockyard
and slipways."” In the Northern Sector, there is a district with shops and warehouses located on
the shoreline south of the kastron. The necropolises cover a large part of the settlement,'™ the
largest one being in the Northern Sector. As the port expanded, graves were included within the
settlement area. With its commercial and harbour structures, including an Agora, a Granarium,
possibly a Customs Building, warehouses, dockyard, slipways, as well as six churches and a syn-
agogue, Andriake has certainly much to contribute to our understanding of port settlements and
their yet-unknown elements as excavations advance.

The southern/central part of the settlement at Andriake, where excavations continue, has
been unearthed and restored to a great extent. Today, the Southern Sector is an open-air museum
while the Granarium has been restored and converted into the Museum of Lycian Civilizations.
Hence, structures have been both secured by sustainable conservation methods and brought to
public benefit with an appropriate function.'”®

170 For urbanism at Patara, see Nevzat Cevik and Sevket Aktas, “Die urbanistische Entwicklung der Stadt: ein Uberb-
lick,” in Patara: Lykiens Tor zur rémischen Welt i¢inde, ed. Havva Iskan et al. (Darmstadt: Philipp von Zabern,
2016), 16-23; Feyzullah Sahin and Sevket Aktas, “The Process of Romanization and Urbanization in Patara,” in
Critical Debates in Social Sciences, ed. Bedriye Tungsiper and Ferhan Sayimn (London: Frontpage Publications,
2018), 853—78; Feyzullah Sahin and Sevket Aktas, “Patara’da Kentsel Degisim,” in Patara: Kent, Liman, Kiilt, ed.
Havva Iskan (Istanbul: Tiirkiye Is Bankas Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 2019), 156-77.

171 For Phaselis, see Murat Arslan and Nihal Tiiner Onen, “Phaselis,” in Lukka 'dan Likya’ya: Sarpedon ve Aziz Ni-
kolaos 'un Ulkesi/From Lukka to Lycia: The Land of Sarpedon and St. Nicholas, ed. Havva Iskan Isik and Erkan
Diindar (Istanbul: Yap: Kredi Yaylari, 2016), 300 ff.

172 For Olympos, see B. Yelda Olcay Uckan “Late Antique and Medieval Urban Texture of Olympos,” in 40 Jahre
Grabung Limyra: Akten des international Symposions 3.—5. Dezember 2009, ed. Martin Seyer, Forschungen in
Limyra Band 6 (Vienna: Osterreichisches Archiologisches Institut, 2012), 241 ff.

173 Cevik et al. “Myra ve Andriake/Myra & Andriake 2018,” 47 ff.; Cevik and Aygiin, “Islevsel Bolgeleme,” 880.

174 For excavations at the south-eastern necropolis at Andriake, see Nevzat Cevik et al., “2016 Y1ilt Myra ve Andriake
Kazilar,” ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean
Areas 15 (2017): 67-72; Nevzat Cevik et al., “Myra — Andriake 2016,” Kaz: Sonuclart Toplantist 39, no. 2 (2018):
189-93.

175 For detailed information on the museum (purposes, contents etc.), see Cevik, “Likya Miizesi,” 18 ff.
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Ozet

009-2012 ve 2016-2020 yillar1 arasinda Myra ve Andriake’de yiiriittiiglimiiz arkeolojik kazi-

larda Andriake yerlesiminde ortaya ¢ikan mimari ve kiiglik buluntularin 1g1ginda Liman Yer-
lesimi toplu olarak bu makalede degerlendirilmistir. Veriler Andriake yerlesiminin tarih boyunca
gecirdigi kiiltlirel evreleri aydinlatirken buna bagl olarak siyasal, sosyal, ekonomik ve giincel
yasama iligkin yasanan gelismelerin anlasilmasinda da aydinlatici olmus ve yerlesim daha anla-
silir hale gelmistir. Bu yeni bilgiler Likya’nin daha ¢ok bilinmesine de dnemli paylar vermistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler

Likya, Andriake, Myra, Liman, Sehircilik

Myra ve limani Andriake’de 2009’dan bu yana siirdiirdiigiimiiz kazi ve arastirmalarda her
sezon ¢ogalan yeni veriler, Myra ve Andriake’nin, dolayisiyla Likya’nin bilinmesinde ve tanin-
masinda ilk yildan bu yana ¢ok onemli agamalar kaydetmis ve ciddi katkilar saglamistir.2 Myra
kazilarina paralel olarak 6zellikle Andriake’de yogunlastirdigimiz kapsamli ¢alismalarda Grana-
rium, Agora, iki hamam, onurlandirma anitlari, liman diikkanlarmin bir boliimii, islikler, sinagog,
kiliseler ve oda mezarlar tamamen, tersane bolgesi de kismen kazilmistir. Kazis1 tamamlanmis
olan her yapmin da koruma g¢aligmalar1 gergeklestirilmistir. Bu kazilardan elde edilen veriler
Andriake yerlesim planlamasi, yapilarin islevleri ve evreleri konusunda daha giivenilir climleler
kurabilmemize olanak saglamistir. Kazilar boyunca yayinladigimiz kitap ve makalelerle bulgular
bilim diinyasina zamaninda sunulmussa da bu makalede on iki takvim yilina yayilan dokuz is
yilindaki (2009-2012, 2016-2020) kaz1 ve arastirma sonuglarimiz ve 6zellikle yeni bilgiler toplu

1 Nevzat Cevik, Akdeniz Universitesi, Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Béliimii, Antalya, ORCID: 0000-0002-4111-
7788, ncevik@akdeniz.edu.tr
Siileyman Bulut, Akdeniz Universitesi, Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Boliimii, Antalya, ORCID: 0000-0001-7472-
5862, sbulut@akdeniz.edu.tr.

Makalede kullanilan tiim harita ve fotograflar (Atifta bulunulanlar diginda) Myra ve Limani Andriake Kazilari
Arsivine aittir.

2 2009 yilindan bugiine dek arkeoloji ve miizecilik ¢aligmalarimizi destekleyen ve genis ¢apli projelerimizi az zamanda
gerceklestirme sanst veren Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi’na ve Kiiltiir Varliklar1 ve Miizeler Genel Miidiirliigi’ ne
goniilden tesekkiir ederiz. Nihayetinde bilim, bu olanaklarin sunulmasi ve desteklenmesiyle iiretilebilmekte ve
diger toplumsal ¢iktilar da ancak bu isbirligi ile saglanabilmektedir.
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olarak degerlendirilmis, Andriake’nin daha ¢ok anlasilmis oldugunu diisiindiigiimiiz genel profili
cizilmeye calisilmistir. Bu “anlama” sadece Andriake’ye degil, elbette bagli bulundugu ana kent
Myra’ya ve iginde bulundugu Likya’ya da aydinlanma paylar1 vermektedir.

Myra ve liman1 Andriake, Teke Yarimadasi’nin giineyinde, Antalya Korfezi’nin batisindaki
Demre il¢esinde bulunur (Fig. 1).3 Myra’nin liman mahallesi konumunda olan Andriake, Myra’nin
4,7 km giineybatisinda bugiin Cayagzi olarak anilan mevkide yer alir (Fig. 2, 3). Myra’nin dogu-
sunda, 20 km uzunlugunda derin bir vadiden akarak Akdeniz’e dokiilen Myros Cayi, bugiinkii
adiyla Demre Cay1 bulunur. Myros Cayi’nin getirdigi aliivyonlarla olusan Demre Cay1 deltas1,?
hem antik donem Myra’sina hem de gilinlimiiz Demre’sine yerlesime uygun diizliikler sunarken,
zamanla Myra kentinin tiimiinii, Andriake Limani’nin ise agzini kapatarak yerlesimlerin son bul-
masina neden olmustur. Kisacasi antik Myra ve limani1 Andriake varligin1 da yoklugunu da My-
ros’un tasidigi aliivyonlara bor¢ludur. Jeomorfolojik arastirmalar, bugilinkii Demre ilgesinin bu-
lundugu delta ovasimin giiniimiizden 7.000—6.000 y1l 6nce bir korfez oldugunu gostermistir (Fig.
3). Andriake Limani’nin giineyinde Granarium’un da bulundugu Kumdag Tepe ile giliniimiizde
yarimada olarak goriilen Tagdibi birer ada, Beymelek Lagiinii ise bir koy durumundaydi. Giinii-
miizden 3.000 yil kadar énce, Myros Cayr’nin getirdigi aliivyonlar zamanla korfezi doldurarak
yerlesime uygun bir ovaya doniistiirmiis, bu dolguyla Kumdag ise yarimadaya doniigmiistiir (Fig.
4).% Giinimiiz Demre’si, Antik Donem Myra’sini orten ortalama 4-9 m arasinda degisen yiiksek-
liklere sahip aliivyon dolgu iizerine oturmaktadir. Dolayisiyla bu jeolojik olusum, Demre diiz-
ligiinde Tung Cag1 ve dncesine ait bir yerlesimin bulunma ihtimalini azaltir. Ancak, bu durum
Myra Akropolil ve ¢evresi ile Myros nehir vadisi agz1 ve vadi ¢evresindeki yiiksek rakimli tepeler
ve dogal magaralarin yani sira Andriake kuzey yamaglari ile Beymelek Lagiinii® ve gevresi igin
s0z konusu olmamalidir.” Bilindigi gibi Likya’nin sahil bolgelerinde bu donemlere ait insan yer-

3 Nevzat Cevik, Taslarin Izinde Likya (istanbul: Arkeoloji Sanat Yayinlari, 2002), 105, 109; Nevzat Cevik, “Myra ve
Limani Andriake: Kazilar Baslarken On-Diisiinceler,” Arkeoloji ve Sanat Dergisi 34 (May1s-Agustos 2010): 53 vd.;
Nevzat Cevik ve Siileyman Bulut, “Ikinci Kaz1 Sonunda Myra ve Limam Andriake,” Arkeolojisinden Dogasina
Myra/Demre ve Cevresi iginde, der. Nevzat Cevik (Antalya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Yayini, 2010), 37;
Nevzat Cevik, “A Lycian Harbor in the Mediterranean: Andriake,” Aktiiel Arkeoloji 35 (Eyliil-Ekim 2013): 4-13;
Nevzat Cevik, “Myrrh-Breathing Myra — Andriake Metropolis of Lycia, Sunken City of Saint Nicolas,” Actual Arc-
haeology 7 (Sonbahar 2013): 34-51; Engin Akytirek, “Andriake: Ge¢ Antik Cag’da Myra’nin Limani,” Toplumsal
Tarih 246 (Haziran 2014): 52; Nevzat Cevik, “Andriake,” Actual Archaeology 19 (Sonbahar 2017): 84; Engin
Akylirek, “Andriake: The Port of Myra in Late Antiquity,” Trade in Byzantium. Papers from the Third Internatio-
nal Sevgi Goniil Byzantine Studies Symposium iginde, der. Paul Magdalino ve Nevra Necipoglu (Istanbul: Anadolu
Medeniyetleri Arastirma Merkezi (ANAMED), 2016), 466 vd.; Cakir Afsin Aygiin, “Liman Yerlesimciligine Bir
Ormnek: Myra’nin Liman Andriake,” Uluslararasi Geng Bilimciler Bulusmast 1I: Anadolu Akdenizi Sempozyumu
04-07 Kasim 2015 Antalya Sempozyum Bildirileri/International Young Scholars Conference II: Mediterranean
Anatolia 04—07 November 2015 Symposium Proceedings iginde, der. Tarkan Kahya, Askim Ozdizbay, Nihal Oner
Tiinen ve Mark Wilson (Istanbul: Suna ve Inan Kira¢ Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma Merkezi (AKMED), 2018),
79 vd.; Cakir Afsin Aygiin, “Myra’nin Limam Andriake’nin Yerlesim Plam1” (Doktora tezi, Akdeniz Universitesi,
2018), 34; Nevzat Cevik, Lykia Kitab: (Istanbul: Suna ve Inan Kirag Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma Merkezi
(AKMED), 2015), 377 vd.

4 Ertug Oner, “Demre Cay1 Deltas’nin Jeomorfolojik Gelisimi ve Myra Antik Kenti, Limam ve St. Nicholaus Kilisesi,”
Arkeometri Sonuglar: Toplantist 16 (2000): 1.

5 Oner, “Jeomorfoloji” 6’da “iic-iki binyil énce korfezin doldugunu” belirtse de MO birinci binyil i¢indeki arkeolojik

veriler korfezin en az ii¢ binyil 6nce dolmus olmasi gerektigini géstermektedir.

6 Tung Cagi’nda genis bir koy olan ve giiney yoniinden gelen riizgarlar disindaki riizgarlara kapali olan Beymelek’in
Roma Dénemi’nde bir liman, Tung Cagi’nda ise en azindan bir demirleme yeri niteliginde olmasi beklenmektedir.
Hakan Oniz, “Demre Beymelek Golii'nde Sualtinda Kalmig Liman ve Yapi Formlar1,” Adalya 19 (2016): 154.

7 Myra’nin yakin gevresindeki Prehistorik yerlesimlerin yiliksek rakimli tepelerde olabilecegine dair buluntular mev-
cuttur. Giirses yerlesimi i¢in bkz. Fahri Isik, “Pttara, im Land vom hethitischen Lukka und homerischen Lykia,” Lykia
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lesimine dair kanitlar olduk¢a sinirlidir.8 Gelidonya ve Uluburun batiklar1 Tung Cagi’nda Dogu
Akdeniz boyunca yogun bir deniz ticaretinin varligini belgelemelerine ve bu teknelerin siginmak
zorunda olduklar1 sahil yerlesimlerinin varligini diistindiirmelerine karsin,® Likya’nin sahil kesimi
ile limana sahip kentlerin bu dénemdeki rolii son arastirmalara dek pek bilinmemekteydi. Ornegin,
Likya’nin en 6nemli limanlarindan biri olan Patara’da ele gecen Tung ve Demir Caglarina ait veri-
ler, limanin bu dénemlerde faal oldugunu kesin olarak belgelemistir.”® Bunun disinda, Avsar Tepesi
ile Go6lbasi Tepesi," Giirses ve Gagai’den sonra son olarak Andriake’de de Prehistorik Donem’e
ait bulgular ele gegmistir.’> Andriake’nin Kuzey ve Giiney Yerlesimi ile Sura Vadisi girisinin bati
yamaci yiizeyinde bulunan dort adet tag balta (Fig. 21)," yerlesimde tespit edilen en erken arkeo-

1 (1994): 3 Abb.5; Avsar Tepesi ve Golbast Tepesi igin bkz. Frank Kolb, Burg-Polis-Bischofssitz: Geschichte der
Siedlungskamer von Kyaneai in der Siidwesttiirkei (Mainz: Philipp von Zabern, 2008), 29, 30; Cevik, Lykia Kitabi,
33.

8 Likya’nin kuzeydeki yiiksek kesimlerinde yer alan ovalardaki erken yerlesim yogunluguna tezat olarak, Teke Yarima-
dast’nin asag1 kesim nehir vadilerinde ve sahil bolgelerinde, Girmeler, Arsakdy, Gagai, Avsar Tepesi, G6lbasi Tepesi,
Tlos ve olasilikla Patara gibi yerlesimler, Kalkolitik Donem’e ve Erken Tung Cagi’na ait buluntularin ele gegtigi ¢ok
az sayida yerlesimler arasindadir. Sahil Likya’daki Kalkolitik yerlesim kanitlari i¢in simdilik eldeki somut bulgular
Myra ve Patara’da ele gecen seramik parcalari ve bir heykelciktir. Ralf Becks, “Tarih Oncesinde Likya/The Prehistory
of Lycia,” Lukka dan Likyaya: Sarpedon ve Aziz Nikolaos un Ulkesi/From Lukka to Lycia: The Land of Sarpedon
and St. Nicholas iginde, der. Havva Iskan ve Erkan Diindar (Istanbul: Yap: Kredi Yaynlar1, 2016), 30, 33; Tlos’daki
Prehistorik veriler i¢in bkz. Taner Korkut, Akdaglarin Yamacinda Bir Lykia Kenti: Tlos (Istanbul: E Yayinlari, 2015),
17 vd.; Taner Korkut, “Arkeolojik Kalintilar,” Arkeoloji, Epigrafi, Jeoloji, Dogal ve Kiiltiirel Peyzaj Yapisiyla Tlos
Antik Kenti ve Teritoryumu iginde, der. Taner Korkut (Ankara: T. C. Seydikemer Kaymakamlig1 Yaynlari, 2015), 22;
Tlos teritoryumundaki Girmeler Magarasi ve Arsakdy yakinlarmdaki Tavabas1 Magarasi’nda gerceklestirilen kazilar;
Epipaleolitik avci-toplayict gruplarin son asamalarina ve besin iiretimine gegmis Neolitik insanlara iliskin 6nemli
bilgilere ulasilmasia olanak vermistir. Girmeler Magarasi’nda en erken veriler MO dokuzuncu binyil ile sekizinci
binyilin ikinci yarisina tarihlenirken, yaklasik 1.500 yillik bir bosluktan sonra magara dniindeki hdyiik Neolitik sonu
ve Kalkolitik baginda tekrar iskan edilmis ve Erken Tung Cagi’na dek kullanilmigstir. Ralf Becks ve B. Ayca Polat
Becks, “Girmeler Magarasi—Lykia’da Bir Kalkolitik Yerlesimi,” MAKU Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii Dergisi 5, no. 8
(Bahar 2013): 168-70; Takaoglu vd., “Archaeological Evidence for 9th and 8th Millennia BC at Girmeler Cave near
Tlos in SW Turkey,” Documenta Praehistorica 41 (2014): 112; Korkut, Tlos, 135 vd.; Isin vd., “Tlos Seramikleri,”
Arkeoloji, Epigrafi, Jeoloji, Dogal ve Kiiltiirel Peyzaj Yapisiyla Tlos Antik Kenti ve Teritoryumu iginde, der. Taner Kor-
kut (Ankara: Seydikemer Kaymakamlig1 Yaymlari, 2015), 149 vd.; Becks, “Tarih Oncesinde Likya,” 29; Ayrica Ta-
vabagi Magarasi’'nda gergeklestirilen kazilar, magaranin Orta ve Geg Kalkolitik Dénem’den Erken Tung Cagi’na dek
kullanildigini belgelemistir. Taner Korkut, “Tlos 2012 Kazi Etkinlikleri,” Kaz: Sonuglar: Toplantist 35, no. 3 (2014):
109 vd.; Korkut, Tlos, 162 vd.; Korkut vd., “Tlos Antik Kenti Yakinlarindaki Tavabast Magaras1 Duvar Resimleri/
Rock Paintings from Tavabas1 Cave near the Ancient City of Tlos,” TUBA-AR: Tiirkive Bilimler Akademisi Arkeoloji
Dergisi 18 (2015): 37-49; Isin vd., “Seramik,” 151 vd.; Becks, “Tarih Oncesinde Likya,” 30.

9 Cevik, Lykia Kitabi, 27 vd.; Gelidonya: George F. Bass, “A Bronze Age Shipwreck at Ulu Burun (Kas): 1984 Campa-
ign,” American Journal of Archaeology 90, no. 3 (Temmuz 1986): 269, https://doi.org/10.2307/505687; Uluburun:
George F. Bass, Donald A. Frey ve Cemal Pulak, “A Late Bronze Age Shipwreck near Kas, Turkey,” Internatio-
nal Journal of Nautical Archaeology 13, no. 4 (November 1984): 271, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-9270.1984.
tb00148.x.

10 Fahri Isik, Caput Gentis Lyciae. Patara: Lykia Soyunun Bagskenti (Istanbul: Scala Matbaacilik, 2011), 16 vd.; Fahri
Isik, “Das frithe Patar/P(a)ttara,” Patara: Lykiens Tor zur romischen Welt iginde, der. Havva Iskan vd. (Darmstadt:
Philipp von Zabern, 2016), 29 vd.; Havva Iskan, “Likya Birligi ve Eyaleti Baskenti: Patara,” Lukka 'dan Likya'ya:
Sarpedon ve Aziz Nikolaos 'un Ulkesi/From Lukka to Lycia: The Land of Sarpedon and St. Nickolas iginde, der.
Havva Iskan ve Erkan Diindar (Istanbul: Yap: Kredi Yaymlari, 2016), 144 vd.

11 Avsar Tepesi’nde Kalkolitik Donem’e ait seramik ile Tung Cagi’na ait pismis toprak agirsak, Golbast Tepesi’nde ise
tas balta tespit edilmistir. Kolb, Kyaneai, 29, 30.

12 Giirses: Isik, “Pttara,” 3 Abb.5; Gagai: Nevzat Cevik ve Siileyman Bulut, “The Rediscovery of GAGAE/GAXE in
the South-East Corner of Lycia: New Finds from the Total Surface Surveys,” Adalya 11 (2008): 65.

13 Tas baltalardan ilki 2010 yilinda Cayagzi’ndaki Colpan Plaji’nin Sura Vadisi agz1 ile birlestigi alanin batisindaki
tepenin bat1 yamacinda (Res. 21a), ikincisi 2018 yilinda Kuzey Yerlesim’deki ¢oban agilinda (Res. 21b), liciinciisii
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lojik verilerdir.'* Bu yiizey buluntular1 Myra, Andriake, Sura veya Giirses’in ilk yerlesimcilerine
ait olabilecegi gibi daha i¢ kisimlarda yasayan ve salt deniz iiriinlerinden yararlanmak i¢in sahile
inen avct toplayici insanlara da ait olabilirler.® Nihayetinde, tarihleri ve de kullanicilarinin mensei
tartigmali olsa da bu tas baltalar ile sayilar1 giderek artan yeni veriler, Likya’nin sahil yerlesimlerin-
de Erken Tung¢ Cagi ve dncesi donemlere ait insan faaliyetlerini belgelemeleri yani sira, kiyilarda
iskanin daha erken bir donemde ger¢eklesmis olmasi ihtimalini de giindeme getirir.'® Nitekim,
2021 yili Myra kazilarinda Orta ve Geg Kalkolitik seramik parcalari bulunmustur.

MO ikinci binyilda Myros Cay1, Andriake’nin dogusundaki Cayagzi Kavsagi’m aliivyonla
doldurarak dogal ve korunakli bir i¢ liman olusturmustur (Fig. 2, 4, 7)."7 Giiniimiizde goriilen
kalintilar, bu limanin kuzey ve gilineyindeki yamaglarda konumlanir. Giineybati-kuzeydogu
dogrultusunda uzanan Kumdag Tepe ile Bozdag Tepe arasinda yer alan bu dogal olusum
Andriake’ye tipki Patara Limani’nda oldugu gibi olduk¢a dnemli avantajlar saglamistir.'® Ciinkii
Akdeniz’in genel topografyasi dikkate alindiginda, dogal limanlarin ne denli 6nemli oldugu
rahatlikla goriilebilmektedir. Zira Likya sahilinin biiyiik bir kism1 kayaliklardan olusur. Bunlar,
limanlarin olusumuna bazi yerlerde izin verirler ve buralarda da verimli araziler yoktur.' Strabon,
Likya kiyilariin engebeli ve gecilmesi zor oldugunu, ancak limanlariin da son derece iyi do-
natildigini sdyler.2° Likya sahillerinde, kenarinda bulunduklari biiyiik ovalardan faydalanabilen
Telmessos ve Patara gibi ve farkli sartlar altinda 6nem kazanmig olan Phaselis ve Olympos gibi
bliylik yerlesimlerin yaninda bir dizi kiigiik sahil yerlesimi ya da igerideki kentlere ait olan iskele-
ler vardir. Limyra ve Lydai gibi kentler biiyiik liman tesisleri olmaksizin sadece kiigiik iskelelere
sahiptirler. S6z konusu kiiciik liman yerlesimleri, kentlerin denizle olan baglantilarini saglamalari

ve dordiinciisii ise (Res. 21 ¢, d) 2019 yilinda Giiney Yerlesim’deki Tasyuvarlanacag: Tepe’nin giiney yamacinda
miize gorevlisi Mustafa Keskin tarafindan bulunmustur.

14 Onceki yayinlarimizi yaptigimiz tarihlerde Andriake’de ele gegen en erken arkeolojik veriler Geg Klasik-Erken
Helenistik Donem’e aitti. Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 38; Siileyman Bulut ve Mehmet Sengiil, “2009-2012
Yillar1 Andriake Kaz1 Sikkeleri ve Yerlesim Tarihine Katkilari,” Birinci Uluslararasi Anadolu Para Tarihi ve Nu-
mismatik Kongresi, 25-28 Subat 2013 Antalya/First International Congress of the Anatolian Monetary History
and Numismatics 25—28 February 2013 Antalya Proceedings iginde, der. Kayhan Dortliik, Oguz Tekin ve Rem-
ziye Poyraz (Suna ve Inan Kirag Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma Merkezi (AKMED), 2014), 79; Nevzat Cevik,
Siileyman Bulut ve Cakir Afsin Aygiin, “Myra’nin Liman1 Andriake,” Hdfen und Hafenstddte im dstlichen Mittel-
meerraum von der Antike bis in byzantinische Zeit: Neue Entdeckungen und aktuelle Forschungsansdtze/Harbors
and Harbor Cities in the Eastern Mediterranean from Antiquity to the Byzantine Period: Recent Discoveries and
Current Approaches iginde, der. Sabina Ladstitter, Felix Pirson ve Thomas Schmidts, BYZAS 19. 1 (istanbul: Ege
Yayinlari, 2014), 233; Cevik, Lykia Kitabi, 378; Cevik, “Andriake,” 85.

15 Sura ve Giirses yerlesimleri i¢in bkz. Nevzat Cevik, “Myra Cevresindeki Antik Yerlesimler,” Arkeolojisinden Doga-
sia Myra/Demre ve Cevresi iginde, der. Nevzat Cevik (Antalya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Yaymni, 2010),
192-96; Cevik, Lykia Kitabi, 350 vd., 394 vd.

16 Likya’da bulunan tag baltalar i¢in Isik, Caput Gentis, 17; Cevik, Lykia Kitabi, 33; Korkut, Tlos, 17. Nitekim, 2021
yili Myra kazilarinda Orta ve Geg Kalkolitik seramik pargalart bulunmustur.

17 Oner, “Jeomorfoloji”, 6 Harita 7. Oner’de bu tarih “bugiinden 3-2 bin y1l énce” olarak gegmektedir.

18 Patara liman1 hakkinda detayl: bilgi i¢in bkz. Havva Iskan ve Mustafa Kogak, “Der Hafen von Patara: Altes Wissen,
neue Forschungen,” Hdéfen und Hafenstddte im oOstlichen Mittelmeerraum von der Antike bis in byzantinische Zeit:
Neue Entdeckungen und aktuelle Forschungsansdtze/Harbors and Harbor Cities in the Eastern Mediterranean
from Antiquity to the Byzantine Period: Recent Discoveries and Current Approaches iginde, der. Sabina Ladstétter,
Felix Pirson ve Thomas Schmidts, BYZAS 19. 1 (Istanbul: Ege Yayinlar1, 2014), 271 vd.

19 Martin Zimmermann, Untersuchungen zur Historischen Landeskunde Zentrallykiens, Antiquitas 48 (Bonn: Rudolf
Habelt, 1992), 179; Likya’da 50 cm iistii kalinlikta tarima uygun arazi orani sadece %10’dur. Cevik, Lykia Kitab,
19 vd.

20 Strabon, Geographika X1V, 111. 2.
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agisindan onemlidirler.?' Bu baglamda, merkezi Likya’da olduk¢a yogun olan kentler nedeniyle,
bolgede denizi kullanma ayricaligini elde etmek onemli bir miicadele konusu olmustur. Bu
nedenle ¢ok sayida kiiciik liman yerlesimi, bagli bulunduklar1 ana kentin himayesinde gelismis
ve 6nem kazanmistir.22 Bu durum belirgin bir sekilde Andriake’de de karsimiza ¢ikar. Merkezi
Likya’nin i¢ bolgeleriyle baglantili, deniz kenarindaki son yerlesim olarak gosterilebilecek olan
Myra’nin liman1 Andriake’de, anakent tarafindan kurulan ve genisletilen, ticaret ve endiistri mer-
kezi olarak 6zel fonksiyonlarla diizenlenen yerlesim yapisi dolayisiyla niteleyici olan epineionun
ozel bir tipi s6z konusudur.2® Andriake bu 6zelligini, uygun topografik dogasina borgludur. Liman
girisini kuzey ve gilineyde daraltan tepeler, limanin giivenlik altina alinabilmesine olanak verir-
ken, Kumdag Tepe ile Bozdag Tepe’nin limana bakan dogu-bati yonelimli yamaglari, yerlesime
uygun bir zemin olustururlar. Dolayisiyla Andriake, Akdeniz’de dogu-bat1 giizergahinda seyreden
ticaret gemileri i¢in korunakli bir liman olmasinin yan1 sira lojistik destek saglayan tesisleriyle
gemicilerin vazgecilmez bir ugrak noktasi olmustur.?4

Likya’nin sahil kesimlerinde Tung Cag1 ve oncesine ait tekil buluntularin giderek artma-
sinin az bilinen bu donemin aydinlatilmasina katki saglayacagi agiktir. Bu baglamda, Ksanthos
nehir vadisinin sahille bulustugu bolgede dogal bir limana sahip olan Patara’da ele gecen MO
ticlincii ve ikinci binyillara ait buluntular, kentin Tun¢ Cagi’ndaki varligini belgelemesinin yani
sira denizagiri iligkiler baglaminda limanin aktif oldugunu géstermesi agisindan da 6nemlidir.2®
Dolayisiyla, kiy1 Likya’da ele gegen tekil buluntular yaninda deniz ticareti glizergahi ve Andriake
tag baltalar diisiiniildiigiinde Andriake’nin de Patara Limani1 gibi Tun¢ Cagi’nda kullanilmis oldu-
gu dustiniilebilir.26 Ancak, jeomorfolojik arastirmalardan da anlagilacag tizere, Erken Tung Ca-
g1’'nda Andriake Limani heniiz tam anlamiyla dogal ve korunakli bir i¢ limana doniismemisti ve
Gliney Yerlesim’in konumlandigi Kumdag Tepe hala bir ada konumuna, Sura Vadisi ise koy go-
riiniimiine sahipti. Bu nedenle Sura Vadisi’nin gemiler igin bir siginma yeri oldugu diisiiniilebilir.
Erken Tung Cagi’nda heniiz bir i¢ limana déniismemis Andriake’nin, Kumdag Tepe ile Bozdag
Tepe arasinda kalan ve agik denize nazaran kismen daha korunakli olan kuzey kiy1 seridinin bir
siginma yeri veya besin tedarik edilen kiigiik bir k1y1 yerlesimi olma olasilig1 tartigmaya agilabilir.
Siginma yeri olarak bagka bir oneri ise, Kumdag Tepe’nin kuzeydogusundaki Uzguru Tepe ile
Cayagz1 Kavsagi arasinda kalan ve Demre Sanayi Sitesi’nin giineydogu c¢aprazindaki futbol sa-
hasinin giineydogu bitisigindeki Geren Alani olarak anilan dogal girintidir.2” Bolgede yogunlagan
kazi ve arastirmalardan elde edilecek yeni verilerin, 6zellikle kiy1 Likya’nin Tung ve Demir Cag1
yerlesimleri ile limanlarin kullanimi ve uluslararasi deniz ticaretinin boyutlari hakkinda daha
tatmin edici bilgiler vermesi beklenir.?®

21 Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 179, 181.

22 Likya limanlarinin gelisimi, kullanimi1 ve limanlar arasi iligkiler hakkinda daha detayli bilgi igin bkz. Zimmermann,
Zentrallykiens, 142.

23 Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 219 vd.

24 Cevik, Bulut ve Aygiin, “Myra’nin Limani,” 233.

25 Iskan, “Patara,” 114 vd.

26 MO on dérdiincii-on ikinci yiizyila tarihlenen Gelidonya ve Uluburun batiklarinin, kiy1 kesimdeki Myra, Patara ve
Limyra’nin Tung¢ Cag1 erken yerlesim donemlerine isaret ettikleri varsayilabilir. Bkz. Jiirgen Borchhardt, Limyra:
Zemuri Taslari, Likya Bélgesi'nde Lymra Antik Kenti'nin Gizemli Sularinda Yapilan Arkeolojik Arastirmalar, gev.
Giilay Yiimer (fstanbul: Arkeoloji ve Sanat Yayinlari, 1999), 10; Cevik, Bulut ve Aygiin, “Myra’min Limam,” 226.

27 Geren Alani’nin Tung Cagi’nda bir siginma yeri olabilecegi H. Oniz tarafindan énerilmistir. Tesekkiir ederiz.

28 Ornegin, Patara Tepecik’te yogun olarak ele gegen ithal seramikler, Arkaik Donem’deki Likya-Attika deniz ticareti-
ni belgelerler. Giil Isin, “The Building Complex on the Tepecik Acropolis at Patara,” Anatolian Studies 60 (2010):
100. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0066154600001034; Beymelek Lagiinii’nde yapilan arastirmalarda liman yapisinin
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Myra ve liman yerlesimi Andriake’nin Tung Cagi’na dair bilinmezlikleri, Demir Cag1 igin de
s0z konusudur. Myra’da 2020 yili kazilarinda ilk kez Demir Cagi’na ait seramikler tespit edilmis
olmasina karsin Klasik Donem’e ait yazili kaynaklarda ne Myra’ya ne de Andriake’ye iliskin kayit-
lar bulunmaktadir.?® Epigrafik ve niimizmatik verilerin aksine Myra’nin bu donemdeki varligi, ak-
ropoldeki MO besinci ve dordiincii yiizyila tarihlenen duvarlar ile nitelikli kaya mezarlar1 ve tiyatro
kazilarinda ele gegen seramikler ile belgelenir.3® Andriake liman yerlesiminde ise yapilan yiizey
aragtirmalar1 ve konuya iligkin yayimlarda, Klasik Donem’e ait bir kalintinin bulunmamis olmasinin
Skylas’ta, Likya kentleri ve limanlar1 arasinda Andriake’nin anilmamis olmasiyla ortlistiigii ifade
edilmisti.3' Ancak, 2010 y1li kazilarinda Granarium™un hemen 6niinde liman kiyisinda gergeklestird-
igimiz kazilarda, rihtim kenarina dikilen iki onurlandirma anitinin arasinda,3? yamaca dogru ana
kayanin kesilmesiyle olusturulmus alandan ele gegen siyah glaziirlii seramikler, MO dérdiincii
ylizyila tarihlenir.®® Son olarak, Aygiin’iin doktora tezi kapsaminda yapilan ¢aligmada, Andriake
Kuzey Nekropolii’nde tespit edilen bir Likya tipi lahitin yan1 sira Giineybat1 Yerlesimi’ndeki ter-
aslanmus hibrit yapilarin Klasik Donem’e ait olabilecegi 6nerilmistir.34 Ayrica, Andriake kazilarinda
ele gegen sikkelerden tigiiniin Klasik Dénem’e ait oldugu saptanmugtir (Fig. 25).3% Dolayisiyla, kazi
ve arastirmalarla Andriake yerlesiminin dip tarihine iliskin yeni verilere ulasildik¢a, bu dénem hak-
kinda daha detayl1 bilgiler elde edilecegi aciktir. Sonug olarak, Andriake’nin Klasik Donem’ine ait
bilgilerimiz oldukga sinirli olsa da ana kent Myra nin sahip oldugu MO dérdiincii yiizyila ait kaya
mezarlar1 yaninda bolgenin genel tarihi dikkate alindiginda,®® Andriake’nin, Myra’nin erken giicii
ve varligima bagl olarak bu dénemde 6nemli bir aktif liman olarak Myra tarafindan kullanilmig

yant sira ok sayida yapi kalintisi tespit edilmistir. Oniz, “Demre Beymelek,” 155 vd.

29 So6z konusu ig i¢e gemberli seramikler 2020 yilt Myra tiyatrosu kazilarinda bulunmustur.

30 Myra adinin Likge karsiligt ¢cok net degilse de bazi Oneriler vardir: Dynastik Donem sikkeleri iizerinde yaban
domuzu betimli bazi drneklerde okunan mu lejanti, Myra ile iliskili olmalidir. Bkz. Otto Merkholm ve Giinter
Neumann, Die lykiscen Miinzlegenden, Nachrichten der Akademie der Wissenschaften zu Gottingen 1 (Gottingen:
Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1978), 7; Ksanthos yazitli dikmesinde gegen muri sézciigliniin Myra’nin Likge isminin
karsihig1 oldugu ve iizerinde mu yazili sikkeler MO besinci yiizy1lm ilk on yilinda Myra’da darp edilmis olmalidir.
Bkz. Frank Kolb ve Werner Tietz, “Zagaba: Miinzpriagung und politische Geographie in Zentrallykien,” Chiron 31
(2001): 378 dn. 161; Cevik, “Limyra’nin kesin bilinen Lik¢e adi “Zemuri”dir. Limyra ile Myra’nin farki, sadece
bas ektir. Bu durum Likge i¢in de gegerlidir. Yani Limyra = Zemuri ise Myra=Muri olmalidir”. Bkz. Nevzat Cevik,
“Myra: The Sunken Metropolis of St. Nicolas,” Current World Archaeology 41, no. 4/5 (Haziran 2010): 23.

31 Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 220; Thomas Marksteiner, “Andriake Yiizey Arastirmasi 2005 Y1li Caligmalar1,” AN-
MED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 5 (2007):
100.

32 Nevzat Cevik ve Siileyman Bulut, “Myra-Andriake Kazilar1 2010/Excavations at Myra and Andriake in 2010, AN-
MED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 9 (2011):
65.

33 Bu veriler, yerlesimin bu tarihteki varligina isaret etmesine karsin heniiz mimari bir kalint1 tespit edilememistir.
Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 38.

34 Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plani,” 133.

35 Andriake kazilarinda 2009-2010 y1l1 kazilarinda ele gecen en erken tarihli sikkeler Helenistik Birlik Donemi’ne ait-
tir. Siileyman Bulut ve Mehmet Sengiil, “2009-2010 Yillar1 Andriake Kazilarinda Bulunan Sikkeler Hakkinda On
Rapor,” Arkeolojisinden Dogasina Myra/Demre ve Cevresi i¢inde, der. Nevzat Cevik (Antalya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Tu-
rizm Bakanlig1 Yayini, 2010), 119; 20092012 yili kazi sikkeleri degerlendirildiginde en erken sikke MO dérdiincii
yiizyilin sonu ii¢iincii yiizyilin bagina aitti. Bulut ve Sengiil, “Kaz1 Sikkeleri,” 81; Son olarak 2009-2020 y1l1 kaz1
sikkeleri degerlendirildiginde en erken tarihli sikkenin MO dérdiincii yiizyiln ilk yarisina ait oldugu saptanmustir.

36 Myra kentinin tarihi icin bkz. Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 25 vd.; Hiiseyin Sami Oztiirk, “Yazitlar Isigm-
da Myra ve Cevresi Antik Cag Tarihi,” Arkeolojisinden Dogasina Myra/Demre ve Cevresi iginde, der. Nevzat
Cevik (Antalya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Yayini, 2010), 295 vd.; Klasik Donem ve sonras1 Myra kentinin
teritoryumu igin bkz. Mehmet Alkan, “Klasik Cag’dan Erken Bizans’a Myra Kenti ve Teritoryumu” (Doktora tezi,
Akdeniz Universitesi, 2013), 167 vd.
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oldugunu diisinmek olagandisi degildir.3”

Helenistik Garnizon

Andriake nin Helenistik Donem’deki yerlesim karakteri, MO dérdiincii yiizy1l ve dncesine
nazaran ¢ok daha belirgindir. Bu doneme ait ylizeyde goriinen kalintilar ilk olarak Wurster tarafin-
dan degerlendirilmisti.®® Andriake Giiney Yerlesim’de Tagyuvarlanacagi Tepe nin sirtinda dogu-ba-
t1 yoniinde sirt boyunca 200 m kadar uzanan isodomik teknikte oriilmiis dort kulesi goriilebilen sur
duvari, daha once bir yerlesimi ¢cevirmedigi gerekgesiyle glivenlik amagh “ayirma duvart” olarak
yorumlanmisti.3® Ancak, Andriake kazi ve aragtirmalari kapsaminda Aygiin tarafindan tamamlanan
calisma sonucunda, sur duvarinin dogu ve bat1 yoniinden donerek asagiya yani kuzeye, limana yo-
neldigi ve yamacin kuzeydogusunda ana kayadan yontulmus bir girise sahip oldugu tespit edilmistir
(Fig. 10). Anlagildig1 kadariyla, bu tepenin kuzey yamaci Helenistik Dénem’de sur duvarlar ile
cevrilerek miistahkem bir kaleye doniistiirtilmiistiir.4° Tekinalp, Helenistik Donem asal yerlesiminin
bu alanda veya tepenin kumulla kapl kuzeydogu yamaglarinda aranmasi gerektigini onermistir.4'
Myra Andriake Kazilar1 kapsaminda tepede gerceklestirdigimiz kazilarla da tahkimat anlagilmaya
calisilmis ve ok uglar1 gibi bulgularla kale fonksiyonu biraz daha aydinlanmistir.42 Surla gevrili
alanda oldukca az yap1 kalintis1 bulunmasi, buranin yerlesimden ziyade Pydnai gibi askeri amagl
bir garnizon/kale olabilecegini diisiindiirmektedir.*® Myra’nin ¢evre savunma sistemi ve yapilarinin
tamami1 Helenistik Donem’e tarihlenir ve Myra’nin deniz tarafinda asal savunma noktas1 Andriake
Limant’dir. Andriake’nin giineyindeki Kumdag Tepe ve Tagyuvarlanacagi Tepe tlizerinde goriilen
kale ve dogu yondeki gozetleme kulesi, Helenistik Donem’de yerlesimin ve liman girisinin giivenlik
altina alindigina isaret eder.#4 Tyroslu Porphyrius, Ptolemaios egemenliginde bulunan Limyra, Pa-
tara, Ksanthos ve Andriake’nin MO 197 yilinda Seleukos krali I1I. Antiokhos tarafindan ele gegi-
rildigini aktarir.*®> Bu nedenle, Myra ve Andriake ile ¢evresindeki savunma sisteminin bir pargasi
olan kulelerin, Ptolemaioslar Dénemi’nde tiim Akdeniz’i kapsayan bir savunma zincirinin pargasi
oldugunu diisiinmek gerekir.4¢ Zaten, Ptolemaioslar Dénemi’nde Andriake’de bir garnizonun oldu-

37 Zimmermann, tuzlu ve kikiirtli bir suya sahip olan Andriakos Cayi’nin giineye dogru bir sira kiiciik tepecikle
simirlanan agzindaki rihtimm MO {igiincii yiizyila ait oldugunu sdyler. Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 220; Takmer
ise Myra’nin Klasik Dénem’deki énemine paralel olarak bu rihtimin daha erken dénemlerde de var oldugu gorii-
stindedir. Burak Takmer, “Lex Portorii Provinciae Lyciae: Lykia Eyaletleri Giimriik Yasas1” (Doktora tezi, Akdeniz
Universitesi, 2006), 69; Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 26, 38.

38 Wolfgang Wurster, “Das Sicherungssystem des Polisgebietes durch befestigte Wehranlagen und Wachttiirme,”
Myra: Eine lykische Metropole in antiker und byzantinischer Zeit iginde, der. Jiirgen Borchhardt, Istanbuler Forsc-
hungen 30 (Berlin: Gebr. Mann, 1975), 49-55, Fig. 3, 8.

39 Wurster, “Wachttiirme,” 54 vd.; Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 40.

40 Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plani,” 92-99, 133-35, 204.

41 Vahit Macit Tekinalp, “Ge¢ Antik Dénem Sonrasinda ve Ortacag’da (MS. 4.—14. yy) Andriake Kenti” (Doktora tezi,
Hacettepe Universitesi, 2000), 276.

42 Nevzat Cevik ve Isabella Pimouguet Pedarros, “Les remparts du port d’Andriaké: Premiéré campagne de fouille
2011,” Anatolia Antiqua 20 (2012): 261 vd.

43 Cevik, Lykia Kitabt, 208.

44 Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 37; Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plan1,” 139 vd.

45 J. A. O. Larsen, “Representation and Democracy in Hellenistic Federalism,” Classical Philology 40, no. 2 (1945):
71; David Magi, Roman Rule in Asia Minor: To the End of the Third Century after Christ (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1950), 524; Jiirgen Borchhardt, der. Myra: Eine lykische Metropole in antiker und byzantinischer
Zeit, Istanbuler Forschungen 30 (Berlin: Gebr: Mann, 1975), 75.

46 Myra ve Andriake savunma sistemleri i¢in bkz. Nevzat Cevik ve Isabella Pimouguet Pedarros, “Fortifications et
systeme défensif de Myra: Recherches de 2009,” Anatolia Antiqua 18 (2010): 243-75; Nevzat Cevik ve Isabella
Pimouguet Pedarros, “Le systéme défensif de Myra-Andriake,” Anatolia Antiqua 19 (2011): 303-19; Cevik ve
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gu Onerilmistir.4” Dolayisiyla, Andriake Limani’nin giineybati ucundaki kalenin bu dénemde insa
edilmis garnizon olabilecegi diisiiniilebilir.

Giineybat1 uctaki kale/garnizon ve gilineydeki kule haricinde, Helenistik Donem’e ait yap1
kalintisina Giiney Yerlesim’deki diikkanlarin dogu bitisiginde 2010 yilinda yapilan kazilarda rast-
lanmistir. Isodomik teknikte yapilmis duvar, Giiney Yerlesim iizerindeki kule ve surlar ile aym
ozelliklere sahiptir.?® Andriake’nin Kuzey ve Giiney Nekropolii'ndeki Helenistik Donem’e ait
mezarlarla4® birlikte kazilarda ele gegen ¢ok sayida sikkeS° ve seramigin®' buluntu yerleri dikka-
te alindiginda, yerlesimin salt liman agzina yakin bati yarisindaki miistahkem alanlar1 kapsama-
digini, simdilik en azindan Granarium gevresine dek yayildigini ve Roma Ddnemi 6ncesinde de
limanin merkezi kesiminde liman dokusuna ait yapilanma olabilecegini diisiindiirmesi agisindan
onemlidirler.52 Bulgularin, varligindan kusku birakmadigi Helenistik Liman’in ¢er¢evesinin kazilar
ilerledikce aydmlanmasi iimit edilmektedir.

MO 188 yilinda, Roma ile Antiokhos arasinda yapilan Apameia Baris1 sonucunda Likya, Ro-
ma’nin miittefiki Rhodos’a birakilir. Likya’nin Rhodos hakimiyeti sirasinda Roma’ya elgiler gon-
dererek bagimsizligini istemesinin ardindan, Roma MO 167°de Likya’ya 6zgiirliigiinii geri verir.53
MO 168/7 yillarinda kuruldugu bilinen, ancak MO ikinci yiizy1lin baslarindan itibaren var oldugu
diisiiniilen Likya Birligi’nin,?* ii¢ oy hakkina sahip alt1 biiylik kentinin Myra, Ksanthos, Patara,
Pinara, Olympos ve Tlos oldugu bilinir.?® Orta Likya’nin ii¢ oy ayricaligina sahip tek kenti Myra’dir
ve MO birinci yiizyilin baslarinda, Ksanthos, Tlos ve Patara ile birlikte metropolis {invanina sahip
kentler arasinda yer alir.>¢ Dolayisiyla Helenistik Donem’de Myra’nin ¢ok 6nemli bir kent oldugu
bellidir. Cassius Dio, Myra halkinin limanda yakaladiklar1 Brutus’un generalini tutukladiklarindan
ve sonra serbest biraktiklarindan bahseder.5” Appianos’ta, MO 42 yilinda Brutus’un, komutani Len-
tulus Spinther’i para ve asker toplamak icin Myra’ya gonderdigi ve Spinther’in Andriake Limani

Pedarros, “Les remparts,” 261-80; 2011 yilinda yapilan sondaj ¢alismast i¢in bkz. Nevzat Cevik, Siileyman Bulut
ve Engin Akytirek, “Myra-Andriake Kazilar1 ve Aragtirmalar1 2011. Excavations and Surveys at Myra-Andriake in
2011,” ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas
10 (2012): 70.

47 Ralf Behrwald, Der Lykische Bund: Untersuchungen zu Geschichte und Verfassung, Antiquitas 48 (Bonn: R. Habelt,
2000), 62 dn. 189.

48 Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 40.

49 Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plani,” 141 vd.

50 Bulut ve Sengiil, “Sikkeler,” 119; Bulut ve Sengiil, “Kaz1 Sikkeleri,” 79-82.

51 Sinagog kazilarinda ele gecen Helenistik Dénem seramikleri igin bkz. Banu Ozdilek, “Andriake Sinagogu’ndan
Secilmis Orneklerle Hellenistik ve Roma Donemi Seramiklerine Genel Bir Bakis,” Cedrus: Akdeniz Uygarliklart
Arastirma Dergisi 3 (2015): 89-117, https://doi.org/10.13113/CEDRUS.2015011397; Banu Ozdilek, “2009-2012
Andriake Kazilarinda Ele Gegen Unguentarium, Sise, Lykion ve Mortar Ornekleri,” OLBA 24 (2016): 217-65;
Banu Ozdilek, “Andriake Sinagogu’ndan Ele Gecen DSA Grubu Seramikler,” Cedrus 5 (2017): 337-95, https://
doi.org/10.13113/CEDRUS/201717; Banu Ozdilek, “Andriake Limanmindan Ele Gegen Dogu Sigillata C Grubu
Pergamon-Candarli Sigillatalar1,” Mustafa Kemal Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii Dergisi 14, no. 40 (2017):
260-76; Banu Ozdilek, “Andriake Limanindan Ele Gegcen DSD Grubu/Kibris Sigillatalar Isiginda Lykia’nin Dogu
Akdeniz ile Deniz Ticareti,” Phaselis: Disiplinlerarast Akdeniz Arastirma Dergisi 4 (2018): 57-77, https://doi.
org/10.18367/Pha.18004.

52 Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 40.

53 Larsen, “Hellenistic Federalism,” 71; Magi, Roman Rule, 524.

54 Araksa’da bulunan yazit i¢in bkz. J. A. O. Larsen, “The Araxa Inscription and the Lycian Confederacy,” Classical
Philology 51, no. 3 (1956): 151.

55 Strabon, Geographika XIV-III, 192.

56 Magi, Roman Rule, 533.

57 Cassius Dio, Roman History XLVII, 34, 6.
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girisindeki zincirleri kirip kenti iggal ettigi anlatilir.®® Lentulus Spinther’in limandaki zincirleri kirip
Andriake ve Myra’yi ele gegirmesi esnasinda yasanan olaylar, Likya Birligi donanmasinin burada
demirlemis olabilecegini diigiindiirmektedir.5° Dolayisiyla, Andriake’nin Ptolemaioslar Dénemi’n-
de baglayan askeri ve stratejik agidan 6nemi, Likya Birligi Donemi’nde de slirmiistiir. Andriake’nin
bu 6nemine binaen Likya kiyilarinda artan deniz ticareti de limaninm MO dérdiincii yiizyil ve dn-
cesine gore daha donanimli ve gelismis bir yapiya sahip oldugunu diisiindiiriir. Anlasildig1 kadartyla
Andriake’nin bir liman yerlegimi olarak mimari gelisimi Helenistik Donem’de baglamistir.

Onurlandirma Anitlari

Andriake Limant’nin gelisimi Roma Imparatorluk Cagi’nda da devam etmistir. Bu dénemde
Myra kentinin Roma imparatorlarina ve imparatorluk ailesine olan bagliliklarini géstermeye 6zel bir
onem verdigi, limanin en islek yeri olan Granarium’un hemen kuzey 6ntindeki Rihtim Caddesi’nin
kiyisina inga edilmis Onurlandirma Anitlarindan anlagilmaktadir (Fig. 6, 16).6° Limandan gelenlerin
rahatlikla gorebilecegi sekilde bronz heykellerle donatilan anitin yer se¢iminde liman trafigi dikkate
alinmis olmalidir. Diikkanlarin bat1 bitisigindeki meydanda bulunan iki anit ve 6niindeki olasi mey-
dan, Roma Dénemi’nde limanin anitsalligini ve 6nemini ayrica vurgular (Fig. 6, 15). I no.lu anit,
3,60x3,50 m Ol¢iilerinde olup ti¢ basamakli bir podyum {izerine oturur ve 5,30 m yiiksekligindedir.
En iistteki bloklar1 heykel altliklari olusturur. Anitin gévdesi iizerine sonradan kazinan ve hububat
Ol¢timiine iliskin I. Theodosius (MS 379-395) Donemi’ne ait bir kararname, anitin MS dordiinci
yiizyilda halen ayakta oldugunu gosterir. II no.lu anit 7,55x0,90 m 6lgiilerinde olup kuzeye/limana
bakar. Ug basamakli bir podyum {izerinde yiikselen anit, 3,85 m yiiksekligindedir.5' Son sira on
iki bloktan olusur. Bunlardan on bir tanesi yazith heykel altlig1 olup biri yazitsizdir. Augustus ile
ailesi ve yakin arkadasi i¢in limanin girisinde herkesin gorebilecegi bir yere Sebasteion insa ettiren
Myralilarin Halk Meclisi, burada Roma’nin ilk imparatoru olan Augustus’u adtokpatmpytg kol
Ooldoong ve gdepyétng Kol oot pTodevIavtog KOGHov “biitliin evrenin kurtaricist ve hayirhahi,
denizin ve karanin aufokratoru;” arkadasi Agrippa’y1 “halkin kurtaricist ve hayirhahi;” Tanrt Se-
bastos Kaiser Tiberius’un annesi ve Augustus’un esi olan Livia’y1 da “Tanriga Sebaste Tulia” olarak
onurlandirmustir. Yazitlardan anitin Tiberius Donemi’nde insa edildigi,®? dogudaki I no.lu anitin ise
daha erken bir doneme ait olmasi gerektigi diistiniilmiistii.®® Ancak, restorasyona yonelik kazilarda
ortaya ¢ikan mimari bulgular bu 6nerilerde degisiklik yapilmasini zorunlu kilmigtir. Batidaki II no.
lu anitin podyum bloklariin sokiilmesiyle, anitin iki evreli oldugu ve ilk evresinin yine ii¢ basamak-
11 bir podyum iizerinde yiikseldigi ve cephe genisliginin 2,83 m oldugu anlasiimistir (Fig. 16). ikinci
evrede ise anitin hem gdvdesi hem de podyumu dogu-bati yoniinde genisletilerek gévdenin 7,55
m’ye ulastigi, bat1 anitin podyum bloklarmin dogu anitin podyumu ile ayni kot ve hizaya getirildigi
tespit edilmistir. Anit dogu yonden Drusus yaziti ile baglar, batida Agrippa’nin onurlandirildig yazit
ile sonlanir. Bu durumda Tiberius Donemi’nde insa edilen bu evre, olasilikla en geg¢ Iulius Caesar
Drusus Junior’un 6liim tarihi olan MS 23 yilina veya hemen sonrasina tarihlenmelidir. Anita ait

58 Appian, Roman History 1V, 10. 82.

59 Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 220.

60 H. S. Oztiirk, Myralilarm limann girisine herkesin gérebilecegi bir yere Sebasteion insa ettirdigini belirtir. Bkz.
Oztiirk, “Yazitlar Isiginda,” 297. Ancak heykel altliklarini bir bina/yapi i¢inde bulunduguna dair bir veri yoktur.
Bu nedenle islevsel olarak benzer olsa da mimari tip agisindan anitlar1 Sebasteion yerine Onurlandirma Aniti olarak
isimlendirmenin daha dogru olacagi kanisindayiz. Bu konu tartigmaya ve aragtirmaya muhtagtir.

61 Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 46.

62 Oztiirk, “Yazitlar Isiginda,” 297.

63 Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 46.
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yazith bloklarin eksikligi, ilk evrenin tarihinin kesin olarak tespit edilebilmesini giiclestirir. Ancak
Augustus, Tiberius, Gaius Caesar ve Agrippa’ya ait yazitli heykel altliklarinin toplam 6l¢isii, ilk
evreye ait 2,83 m podyum 6l¢iisii ile uyumlu olmasi nedeniyle, anitin olasilikla en ge¢ Augustus’un
o6liim tarihi olan MS 14 yilinda veya az sonra dikilmis olmasi gerektigini diistindiiriir. Bu tarih ayn1
zamanda dogudaki I no.lu anit i¢in de gegerli olmalidir.

Tiberius D6nemi’ne ait onurlandirma anitlarinin, liman kenarindaki Rihtim Caddesi’nin
giineyinde insa edilmis olmasi, dénemin en yogun trafiginin bu alanda yasandiginin bir gosterge-
sidir. Limana gelen ziyaretgileri karsilayan bu anitin dogu ve batisindaki basamakli dar sokaklar,
bir iist kottaki yapilara ulasimi sagliyordu. Bu anitlarin hemen 100 m kadar dogusunda bulu-
nan Giimriik Yazit1 (Fig. 12), Likya Eyaleti valisi olan C. Licinius Mucianus’un (MS 60-63) ve
Imparator Nero’nun isimlerinin yazitta anilmas1 sayesinde Nero Dénemi’ne tarihlenir.64 Likya
Birligi Guimriik Yasasini igeren ve Anadolu Akdenizi’ndeki tek ornek olan bu yazit anakent Myra
ve dolayistyla Andriake’nin Likya Birligi’'nde 6nemli bir konuma sahip oldugunu belgelerken,
donanimli ve 6rgiitlii bir limanin varligin1 ve dénemin deniz ticareti rotasinda 6nemli bir rol {ist-
lendigini de gosterir.6® Kuzey ve Giiney Yerlesim’e iki kanal vasitasiyla su tagtyan su yollar1 bu
donemde yani Erken Roma Donemi’nde insa edilmis daha sonra hamam ve gesme gibi yapilart
beslemek i¢in gelistirilmis olmalidir.6é

Granarium

Andriake liman yerlesimi en parlak donemini Hadrianus Donemi’nde yasar. Giiney Yerle-
sim’de insa edilen Granarium® ile birlikte yerlesimin diger kisimlar1 da genisletilmistir.6® Cephesi
kuzeye/limana bakar. Sekiz boliimden olusan ¢ok iyi korunmus yap1 64,24x38,65 m ol¢iilerindedir
(Fig. 6, 11). Bat1 yondeki iki oda digerlerinden yaklagik 6 m daha kisa tutulmustur. Duvar yiik-
seklikleri 6,40 m, kalinliklar1 ise ortalama 0,80 m’dir. Duvarlar, dista isodomik icte ise polygonal
bloklarla 6riilmiistiir. Cephe boyunca uzanan ve {izerinde ithaf yazitini da igeren silmeli blok dizisi,
ayni zamanda kapi lentosu olarak da kullanilmistir. Bu blok dizisinde, cephe boyunca degisken
araliklarla yerlestirilmis konsollar vardir. Orta giris kapisi {izerinde Imparator Hadrianus ve karis
Sabina’nin biistleri islidir. Granarium’un yedinci boliimiiniin cephesinde Isis-Serapis ve Pluton ile
grifon bulunmaktadir. Sonradan kazinan ve tahil deposunun memurlarindan birisinin riiyasi lize-
rine yapildigim anlatan yazitta,®® “Herakleon gordiigii riiya iizerine bunu adadr” yazmaktadir.™
Cephenin dogu ve batisinda kare planl iki mekan yer alir. Her iki mekanin duvarlarinda goriilen
diibel yuvalari, mekan i¢inde ahsap raflarin bulundugunu gésterir. Raflar ve konumu nedeniyle s6z
konusu mekanlar depo gorevlilerinin kullandigi, kayitlarin tutuldugu ofisler olmalidir. Bu iki ofis

64 Takmer, “Glimriik Yasas1,” 1, 3; Burak Takmer, “Lex Portorii Provinciae Lyciae: Ein Vorbericht {iber die Zollinsch-
rift aus Andriake aus neronischer Zeit,” Gephyra 4 (2007): 165.

65 MS birinci ylizyihin ortalarinda Andriake, Misir’dan baglayan deniz ticaretinin gilizergahinda yer alan 6nemli bir
limandir. Bkz. Michael Worrle, “Bauinschrift,” Myra: Eine lykische Metropole in antiker und byzantinischer Zeit
iginde, der. Jiirgen Borchhardt, Istanbuler Forschungen 30 (Berlin: Gebr. Mann, 1975), 67.

66 Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plani,” 119.

67 Granarium ve Plakoma’da kazilara 2009 yilinda baglanmustir. Nevzat Cevik, “Myra ve Andriake Kazilarinda lk
Yil: 2009/First Season of Excavations at Myra and Andriake: 2009, ” ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haber-
leri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 8 (2010): 57 vd.; Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,”
43 vd.; Nevzat Cevik vd., “Myra ve Andriake Kazilarinda {1k Y11: 2009,” Kazi Sonu¢lar: Toplantisi 32, no. 1 (2011):
406 vd.; Cevik, Bulut ve Aygiin, “Myra’nin Limani,” 235 vd.

68 Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 221.

69 George E. Bean, Eskicagda Lykia Kiyilari, cev. Hande Kokten (Istanbul: Arion Yaymlari, 1997), 135.

70 Worrle, “Bauinschrift,” 68.
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boyunca cepheye paralel uzanan 4,20 m genisligindeki alan, portikostur. Ithaf yazitinin bulundugu
blok dizisinde goriilen konsollar ile stylobat bloklarindaki izler bu durumu kanitlamaktadir. Stylo-
bat tizerinde araliklarla yerlestirilmis {i¢ adet esik blogu dikkati ¢eker. Ofislerin cephelerinde yer
alan ahsap oturtma yuvalari ile s6z konusu kapi esikleri portikosun ahsap parapetlerle kapatildigina
isaret eder. Granarium, ahsap ¢atiyla ortiiliilydii. Cephenin dogu ve batisinda goriilen yarim iiggen
alinliklarin, ikinci oda hizasinda sonlandigi, kazida ele gecen bir adet kose blogundan anlagilmistir.
Dogu ve bat1 duvar iizerinde goriilen oldukca biiyiik hatil yuvalari, bu yonlerde ikiser odanin yarim
iicgen alinliga sahip bir {ist ortiiyle ortiildiiklerini gosterir. Aralarda kalan odalar ise duvarlar {ize-
rinde kuzey-giiney yonelimli tiggen formlu duvar isciliginden ve 6zellikle cephede/kuzey yondeki
geison bloklarindaki egimli yuvalardan anlasildigi tizere, dogu-bati yonelimli bir kirma ¢atiya sa-
hiptiler. Geison bloklarindaki egimli yuvalar, kirma gatinin sagaklarini olusturan kirisler i¢in agilmig
olmaliydi. Cepheden bakildiginda ikinci oda hizasina dek devam eden kirectasi yarim iiggen alin-
liklar, salt cephenin tiggen alinliga sahip oldugunu (yalanci alinlik) vurgulamaya yonelik yapilmig
olmalidir. Granarium’u Likya Uygarliklar1 Miizesi’ne doniistiirme amagli restorasyonda yukaridaki
bilgilere sadik kalinarak Roma Donemi aslina uygun ahsap ¢ati insa edilmistir (Fig. 7).”!
Granarium’un dogusundaki, Ticari Agora, Granarium ile ayni yap1 programi kapsaminda,
birbirlerini tamamlayici islevleri nedeniyle ayni1 donemde insa edilmistir.”? MS ikinci yiizyilda li-
manda yasanan bu yogunlugun MS dordiincti yiizyilda da stirdiigii Granarium duvarina kazinan
yazittan anlasihir.”® Bu durum, kazida bulunan sikkelerin biiyiik gogunlugunun ayni déneme ta-
rihlenmesi ile Ortiistir.™ Andriake’de 2.307 m? ve Patara’da 1.840 m? olarak insa edilen bu biiyiik
granariumlar, Roma’nin Dogu Akdeniz’de limanlara ve de s6z konusu kentlere verdigi dnemin bir
gostergesidir. Bu baglamda, Misir’dan Roma’ya tahil tagiyan yiik gemileri kotii hava kosullari ve
zorunluluk gerektiren durumlarda, stratejik 6neme sahip Andriake ve Patara limanlarina siginabili-
yorlardi. Limanlarda insa edilen bu dev silolarla, tahil ve diger tirtinler gecici olarak buralarda koru-
nabiliyordu.”™ Ayrica, Andriake Limani’nda goriilen tersane ve ¢ekeklerden anlagildigi tizere s6z ko-
nusu limanlarin sahip oldugu donanim, hububat gemilerinin lojistik hizmet alabilmesine de olanak
sagliyordu. Worrle, Andriake ve Patara’daki Granariumlarm, Imparator Hadrianus’un sz konusu
kentleri ziyareti gergevesindeki kisisel diizenlemeleriyle baglantili olarak insa edilmis olabilecekle-
rini ve de sadece Misir’dan yapilan tahil ihracatinin glivenligi i¢in degil, ayrica Likya yaylalarindaki
hububatin depolanmasi i¢in de kullanilmig olabileceklerini diisiiniir.”® Andriake’de bulunan ve MS
tciincll yiizyila ait bir lahitteki yazittan Horrea’nin MS tiglincii ylizyilda Likya iginde ticaret ve

71 Nevzat Cevik, “Andriake Likya Miizesi,” Deniz Kuvvetleri Komutanhgi, Ulusal Miizecilik Sempozyumu Bildirileri
20-22 Mayis 2015 Tiirkiye'de Miizecilik. Yeni Kavram ve Uygulamalar iginde, der. Serhan Aras (Istanbul: Deniz
Miizesi Komutanligi, 2016), 18-29.

72 Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 38.

73 Yazit i¢in bkz. Michael Worrle, “Die Inschrift des Flavius Eutolmius Tatianus,” Myra: Eine Iykische Metropole in
antiker und byzantinischer Zeit iginde, der. Jirgen Borchhardt, Istanbuler Forschungen 30 (Berlin: Gebr. Mann,
1975), 70; Clive Foss, “The Lycian Coast in the Byzantine Age,” Dumbarton Oaks Papers 48 (1994): 25.

74 Bulut ve Sengiil, “Sikkeler,” 119-23, Tablo 2; Bulut ve Sengiil, “Kaz1 Sikkeleri,” 81 Tablo 2; Myra ve Andriake
kazilarinda bulunan takilarda en yogun grubu MS ikinci-ii¢lincii yiizy1l araligina tarihlenen buluntular olusturur.
Sema Talu, “Myra ve Andriake’de Ele Gegen Takilar” (Yiiksek lisans tezi, Akdeniz Universitesi, 2020), 155.

75 Andriake’de tahil, limanin kars1 yakasinda biiyiik bir su degirmeninde dgiitiiliip un yapilmaktaydi. Giiney Fransa’da
Barbegal’deki bilyiik tesis ile karsilastirildiginda, bunun da geg antik kdkenli olabilecegini diisiindiirmektedir. Foss,
“Lycian Coast,” 25.

76 Wérrle, “Bauinschrift,” 67; Imparatorluk tahil filosu, Misir’dan Konstantinopolis’e giderken, baskente génderilmek,
belki kismen yerel kullanim i¢in, tiim bdlgeden iiriinlerin depolandig1 Andriake’ye de yanasirdi. Bkz. Foss, “Lycian
Coast,” 25.
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depolama amaciyla kullanildig1 anlagilir. Lahitte, Aurelius Metrodoros adli vatandasin horreari-
us “ambar sefi” olarak gorev yaptig1 yazilidir.”” Granarium un dordiincti kapisinin sol tarafinda,
Myra ve Arneai kentlerindeki hububat 6l¢limiine iliskin I. Theodosius Donemi’ne (MS 379-395)
ait bir kararname bulunmaktadir. Sidyma kokenli Praefectus Praetorio Fl. Eutolmius Tatianus’un
(MS 388-392) adinin gegtigi bu yazit,”® Andriake’deki Horrea’da tahil disinda bagska mallarin da
depolanmis oldugunu gostermesi agisindan dnemlidir. Andriake Horrea’sinin yapim tarihi yazitryla
kesindir: “HORREA IMP. CAESARIS DIVI TRAIANI PARTHICI F. DIVI NERVAE NEPOTIS
TRAIANI HADRIANI AUGUSTI COS. I11.”" Hadrianus un MS 129-130’da Andriake’ye ziya-
reti Oncesinde gergeklestirilen imar faaliyetleri ¢ercevesinde Granarium ile birlikte 4gora’nin da
inga edildigi yoniindeki goriisler,8° kazi bulgulariyla da desteklenmistir.8! Bugiin Likya Uygarliklart
Miizesi’ne®2 doniistiiriilen Granarium’un yenileme ¢alismalarinda, dogu yonden ilk béliimiin dogu
duvarindaki yikik kisminin onarilmasi agamasinda, bu duvarin batidaki kisa iki oda ile ayn1 dlgiiye
sahip oldugu goriilmiistiir. Mevcut halinden 6 m daha kisa olan bu mekanin dogu duvari, glineyde
kose yaparak batiya yonelir. Granarium’un batidaki kisa odalar ile ayni hiza ve 6l¢ilide tasarlandigi,
ancak bu uygulamadan heniiz insa asamasinda iken vazgegildigi, dogu yondeki ikinci mekan icinde
birinci mekandan batiya uzanan duvara ait bir izin bulunmayisindan anlasilmistir.

Agora
Granarium’un dogu bitisigindeki Agora (Fig. 6, 7, 13), antik kaynaklarda gecen ve bdlgeye
ilk gelen batili gezginlerce de benimsenen ismiyle Plakoma®® olarak da bilinir.84 Yaklagik 60x56
m dortgen bir alana oturur. Agora’nin ortasinda 23,6x12,1 m 6lgiilerinde anitsal bir sarni¢ bulunur.
Andriake’nin ana su deposu oldugu anlagilan sarnict dort yandan 6nii revakli dikkkanlar ¢evreler

77 H. A. Ormerod ve E. S. G. Robinson, “Inscriptions from Lycia,” Journal of Hellenic Studies 34 (1914): 28 no. 37;
Worrle, “Bauinschrift,” 68; Alkan, “Teritoryum,” 210.

78 Worrle, “Die Inschrift,” 70 vd.; Oztiirk, “Yaztlar Isiginda,” 298 vd.

79 Worrle, “Bauinschrift,” 67.

80 Borchhardt, Myra, 64; Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 221.

81 Plakoma kazilarinda, temel seviyesinde bulunan MS 119-129 tarihli bir Hadrianus Dénemi sikkesi, yapinin tarih-
lendirilmesi agisindan 6nemlidir. Burada sikkenin tarihi yanlis verilmistir. Sikkenin tarihi katalogdaki MS 134—138
gibidir. Cevik ve Bulut, Myra Andriake, 38; Bulut ve Sengiil, “Sikkeler,” 120, Bulut ve Sengiil, “Kaz1 Sikkeleri,”
85, 92 sikke no. 23; Granarium’u miizelestirme projesi kapsaminda, Plakoma’nin giiney kanadinda yapilan ka-
zilarda, Plakoma merkezinde yer alan sarnica suyun Plakoma ile Granarium’un giiney arka duvarma bitisik insa
edilen su kanalindan saglandigi tespit edilmistir. Bu durum sarnicin su teminini hem Plakoma diikkanlarinin hem
de Granarium’un ¢atisindan karsiladigini gésterir. Dolayisiyla bu mimari biitlinliik iki yapimnin beraber planlandigt
ve es zamanli inga edildigini gosterir.

82 Granarium heniiz miize olmadan, yiiksek lisans tezi kapsaminda miizelestirilme projesi ¢alisilmistir. Genel olarak
bkz. Mehmet Sengiil, “Myra’nin Limani1 Andriake’de Bulunan Granariumy>un Miizelestirilmesi” (Yiiksek lisans
tezi, Akdeniz Universitesi, 2011); Cevik, “Likya Miizesi,” 18-29.

83 Sionlu Nikolaos’un Vita’sinda ve Praxis de Stratelatis’de anilan Plakoma’nin yeri konusunda bazi tartigmalar mev-
cuttur. Tki farkli Plakoma vardir. Zimmmermann, Zentrallykiens, 225; Plakoma’mn Cagman yerlesimine lokali-
zasyonu i¢in bkz. Foss, “Lycian Coast,” 24; Hansgerd Hellenkemper ve Friedrich Hild, Lykien und Pamphylien,
Tabula Imperii Byzantini 8. Denkschriften/Osterreichische Akademie der Wissenschaften Philosophisch-Historis-
che Klasse 320 (Viyana: Verlag der Osterreichische Akademie der Wissenschaften, 2004), 492, 814. Plakoma’nin
Karkabo Koyt yakinlarinda olduguna dair bkz. Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 225; Praxis de Stratelatis’de anilan
ve liman yerlesiminin bir kisminin kastedildigi Plakoma nedeniyle, Andriake’deki Granarium’un dogusundaki tas
doseli alanin Plakoma olmasi gerektigine dair bkz. Borchhardt, Myra, 66; Zimmermann, Zentrallykiens, 225. Ago-
ra avlusunun ortasindaki bilyiik sarnicin ortiisiinii olusturan tag plakalarin olusturdugu zemini nedeniyle bu ismin
verildigi anlagilmaktadir.

84 Borchhardt, Myra, 64 vd.; Cevdet Bayburtluoglu, Lykia (Istanbul: Suna ve Inan Kirag Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Aras-
tirma Merkezi (AKMED), 2004), 200.
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ve kapilar avluya bakar. Portikos ve diikkanlarin yani sira Granarium’un gatisindan akan yag-
mur sular1 kanalize edilerek sarnigta toplanmistir. Kuzey cephenin merkezi aksindan yaklasik 10
m doguya kaydirilarak inga edilen anitsal giris kapisi, o donemin sokak diizenlemelerine uyum
saglamak zorunda kalindiginin bir gostergesidir. Bugiinkii haliyle kapinin kuzey yoniinde bulunan
yapilar, aslinda Rihtim Caddesi’nden ana giris kapisina yonelen sokagin iizerine yapilmis olmali-
dirlar. Giimriik Yaziti’nin da buna yakin bir bélgede bulunmasi,®5 bu durumu agiklar niteliktedir.
Genelde isodomik teknikte oriilen duvarlarda kullanilan bloklarda, cok sayida harfin olmas1 dikkat
cekicidir. Duvar orgiisiinde devsirme olarak kullanilan profilli bloklar, orijinal evrede diikkanlarin
iki katli olduklarini diisiindiiriir.

Agora’nin kuzey kanadiin dogusunda kalan kesimi ile bunlarin 6n kisimlarinda devsirme
bloklarla oriilerek kapatilmig olan mekanlarin murex isligi olarak revize edilip kullanildiklar: tes-
pit edilmistir (Fig. 13, 14).86 Dogu kanattaki diikkanlarin 6niinden, kuzey kanattaki ana giris ka-
pisina dek uzanan devsirme malzemeyle 6riilmiis olan duvar, orijinal portikosun stylobat siirimi
da ¢iziyor olmalrydi. Bu duvarin 6niinde, blok taglarla olugturulmus seki yer alir. Diikkanlar ile bu
duvar arasinda koridor gibi kalan bu alan, duvarlarla boliinerek ti¢ ayr1 mekan elde edilmistir. S6z
konusu mekanlar, olasilikla islikler ile baglantili bir fonksiyona sahip olmalidirlar.

Kervan Parki

Agora’nin dogu tarafinda Andriake’nin tek diiz alan1 bulunmaktadir. Bu genis alanin yii-
zeyinde herhangi bir kalinti izine rastlanmamis olmasi bu kismin kervan parki olarak kullanilmis
olmasi gerektigini diisiindirmektedir. Limanin mal sevkiyatindaki yogunlugu diistiniildiigiinde
yiizlerce hayvanin yiiklenip bosaltilabilecegi, Agora’ya ¢ok yakin bu tiir bir alanin zaten gerekli
oldugu goriilmektedir. Aksi halde, yapilasmaya ¢ok uygun bu kiymetli alan bog birakilmazdi.

Murex Isliklerie?

Plakoma’nin kuzey giris kapisinin dogusunda kalan diikkkanlarin i¢indedir (Fig. 13, 14). Bu
diikkanlardan kapimin hemen dogusundaki {i¢ tanesi, ara duvarlar1 yikilmak suretiyle birlestirilmis,
en dogudaki kose oda ise oldugu gibi kullanilmistir. Bu diikkanin bati tarafinda kalan koridor ise go-
riindiigii kadartyla her iki mekana giris saglamak amaciyla kullanilmistir ve esikteki asinmalardan
da ¢ok yogun bir trafige sahip oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Buradaki mekanlar i¢inde toplam bes adet
islik tespit edilmistir. Islikler giineye bakmaktadir. Seramik firmlariyla benzer sekilde dairesel forma
sahip bu islikler, ortasinda bir platform ile bunu ¢evreleyen kanallardan olusur. Kanallarin ¢aplart
2,5 m ile 2,9 m arasinda olup korunan derinlikleri 50-90 cm arasindadir. Kanallarin genislikleri
822 cm arasindadir ve sivandiklaria dair izler bulunmaktadir. Tamamen moloz tas kullanilarak
ortlmiis isliklerde, kiliseye ve olasilikla portikosa ait slitunlar ve mimari pargalar da kullanilmigtir.
Diikkanlarin giiney duvari ve bu duvardaki kap1 agikliklari igine giydirilen kemerler firin agzina
ait olmalidir. Tugla ve harg ile oriilen kemerlerin i¢inde ates yakildigini kanitlayan kiil kalintilarina

85 Takmer, “Guimriik Yasas1,” 9 vd.

86 Likya’da salt Andriake’de degil Phaselis’te ve Aperlai’de de boya iiretiminin varligi murex atiklarindan anlagilir.
Andriake’nin ayricalig1 ilk kez murex igliklerinin bulunmusg olmasidir. Aperlai’de murex atiklar1 arasinda ele gegen
seramik parcalart MS 330-650 yillar1 arasina tarihlenir. Robert L. Hohlfelder ve Robert L. Vann, “Uncovering the
Maritime Secrets of Aperlae, A Coastal Settlement of Ancient Lycia,” Near Eastern Archaeology 61, no. 1 (1998):
30; Hellenkemper ve Hild, Lykien, 173.

87 Cakar Afsin Aygiin, Andriake Muraks Boya Endiistrisi/Andriake Murex Dye Industry, Adalya Ekyayin Dizisi/Supp-
lementary Series 14 (Istanbul: Suna ve Inan Kirag Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma Merkezi (AKMED), 2016),
31 vd.
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rastlanmistir. Biitiin firmlarin aralarinda ve arkalarinda kii¢lik havuzcuklar ve kanallar da bulun-
maktadir.

Aperlai’de MS altinc1 ylizy1l dolaylarinda islev gostermis olan boya tiretim isliklerinin
atiklar1 kent digina atilirken,®® burada Agora’nin dogu ve bati kanatlarinin 6zellikle giiney kesim-
lerine yigilmustir. Yer yer {i¢ metreye varan tepeler bigimindeki bu yiginlar toplam 800—1.000 m?
civarinda alani kaplar ve toplam 400-800 m* arasinda deniz kabugu kir1g1 igerir. Kazilar sirasinda
bu y1gin icerisinde toplu halde, ¢ogunun boyun ve kulp kisimlari saglam olan amphora pargalari
ele gegmistir (Fig. 26). Az miktarda da kiil yiginina rastlanmistur.

Kazilar sonucunda, murex isliklerinin I. Theodosius Dénemi’nde (MS 379-395) faaliye-
te basladigi ve Marcianus Donemi’ne®® (MS 450-457) dek aktif olarak ¢alistigi anlasilmistir.%°
Tim Antik Cag boyunca deger verilen, kimi zaman statli sembolii, hatta imparatorluk ailesine
ozel olmaya varacak kadar 6nem kazanan mor kumas boyas1,®' 6nemli bir ticari Griindiir. Bu
boya ozellikle Murex trunculus, Murex brandaris ve Hexaplex trunculus tirii kabuklu deniz
yumusakgalarindan elde edilmektedir.®2 Andriake’deki tiretimde agirlikli olarak Hexaplex trun-
culus tiirti kabuklu kullanilmigtir.®® Kirmizi, eflatun ve mor renk varyasyonu hayvanin tiiriine,
bolgeye ve tiretimde gegirdigi islemlere gore degisiklik gostermektedir.®?

Boya tiretim isleminde 6nce deniz kabuklulari, tuzaklama ve dalig yontemiyle toplanmaktay-
d1.%5 Bu av siiresince toplanan hayvanlar amphoralara doldurularak, teknelerle atolyelere tasinmak-
taydi. Murexler atdlyelerin yakinlarinda bir yerde canli olarak depolaniyor olmaliydi. Bu canlilarin
amphoralar vasitasiyla tasindigini gosteren diger bir kanit ise, Plakoma’nin 6zellikle giineydogu ve
giineybat1 kosesinde y18ilan murex artiklarinin i¢inde yogun olarak kirtk amphora pargalariin ele
geemesidir (Fig. 26).%6 Bu canlilar deniz suyu igerisinde haftalarca beslenmeden canli kalabilmekte-
dir.®7 Aperlai’de de murex kabugu atiklar1 arasinda goriilen seramik parcalar1 Hohlfelder ve Vann’a
gore kokunun yayilmasina engel olmak veya kuslar tarafindan atiklarin dagitilmasini nleyebilmek
amaciyla Aperlaililer tarafindan diizenli olarak atiklarin iizerine atilmigtir.?® Andriake bulgular1 bu-
nun boyle olmadigini géstermistir.

Kumag boyamakta kullanilacak olan renk 6zii, murex tiirii bu deniz yumusakg¢alarinin hi-

88 Hohlfelder ve Vann, “Aperlae,” 29 vd.

89 Ilk degerlendirmelerimizde murex isliklerinin en ge¢ MS yedinci yiizyila dek kullanilmig olmasi gerektigi oneril-
migtir. Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 43.

90 Cakir Afsin Aygiin, “Andriake Mureks Boya Endiistrisi” (Yiiksek lisans tezi, Akdeniz Universitesi, 2012), 56, 62;
Aygiin, Boya Endiistrisi, 50; Andriake’de Nero Dénemi’ne tarihlenen Giimriik Yaziti’nda, gilimriige tabi mallar ara-
sinda iki kez purpur anilmaktadir. Takmer, “Giimriik Yasasi,” 25 vd.; Takmer, “Lex Portorii,” 171. Ancak, bu veri
Andriake’de boya tiretiminin oldugunu kanitlar nitelikte degildir. Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 42 dn. 237.

91 Anna Muthesius, “Essential Processes, Looms, and Technical Aspects of the Production of Silk Textiles,” The Eco-
nomic History of Byzantium from the Seventh through the Fifteenth Century 1. Cilt i¢inde, der. Angleiki E. Laiou,
Dumbarton Oaks Studies 39 (Washington, D. C.: Dumbarton Oaks, 2002), 158 vd.

92 Gerhard Forstenpointner vd., “Purple-Dye Production in Lycia—Results of an Archaeozoological Field Survey in
Andriake (South-West Turkey),” Oxford Journal of Archaeology 26, no. 2 (2007): 207.

93 Forstenpointner vd., “Purple-Dye Production,” 201-7.

94 Deborah Ruscillo, “Reconstructing Murex Royal Purple and Biblical Blue in the Aegean,” Archeomalacology:
Molluscs in Former Environments of Human Behaviour. Proceedings of the 9th International Council of the Archa-
eozoology Conference, Durham, August 2002 iginde, der. Daniella E. Bar ve Yosef Mayer (Oxford: Oxbow Books,
2005), 100, 104 vd.

95 Ruscillo, “Reconstructing Murex,” 101 vd.

96 Aygiin, Boya Endiistrisi, 43, 57 vd.

97 Pliny, The Natural History of Pliny 9.128.

98 Hohlfelder ve Vann, “Aperlae,” 30.
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pobrankial salgi bezinde bulunan mukusun havaya maruz birakilarak oksitlendirilmesi ve 1sil
islemden gegirilmesi ile elde edilir. Yumusakgalarin kabuklar1 tek tek elle kirilir ve hipobrankial
salgl bezleri kesilip ¢ikarilarak toplanir.®® Elde kirip ayirmak igin ¢ok kiigiik olanlar ise toplu
halde veya belki de tek tek ezilip tiim pargalari ile veya kabuklari ayrilip toplanmig olmalidir.'*®

Kesilip toplanan salgi bezleri kursun kaplar icerisinde dnce ii¢ giin bekletilir, sonra da
dokuz/on giin boyunca 1sitilip, siiziiliip, bekletilmek suretiyle i¢indeki hayvansal doku kalmti-
larindan arindirilarak saf boya 6zii haline getirilir. Bu 1sitma siireci, elde edilecek rengin tonu,
hayvanin tiirli ve yakalandigi bolgeye gore degisiklik gosterir.™® Bu siiregte karisgimin kaynatil-
mamasi 6nemlidir, zira kaynama sicakliginda boya maddesi piserek bozulmaktadir.'°2 Isitma sii-
recinde firin agzinda yakilan ates kanallar araciligiyla iceriye yonlendirilerek, firin i¢inde dolasan
sicak hava ile platform iizerinde duran ve bizim yerinde buldugumuz kursun kazanlar 1sitiliyordu.
Bdylece, kursun kazanlar atese dogrudan maruz kalmiyor ve kontrollii bir sekilde kursun kazan
icindeki boya 1sitilmis oluyordu. Hayvansal kalintilardan arindirilarak saflastirilmis olan boya
oOziitli, kumaslarin boyanmasinda kullanilacak hale geliyordu.'°3

Plakoma ¢evresinde ylizeyde, yikint1 bloklarin arasinda ve yer yer de dolgu malzemesiyle
karisik olarak ele gecen Helenistik Birlik sikkeleri (Fig. 25), Agora’nin en erken buluntularidir.
Plakoma’nin ana giris kapisinin yaklagik 30 m kadar kuzeydogusunda 1999 yilinda ele gegen ve
Nero Doénemi’ne tarihlenen Giimriik Yaziti (Fig. 12),'°4 Hadrianus Granarium’™u dncesinde bir
depolama yapisinin beklendigi gibi MS birinci yiizyilda da ayni bolgede bir Agora’nin mutlak
varligini diislindiirtr.

Tiim Andriake’de oldugu gibi Plakoma’da da yerlesime paralel olarak MS dordiincii yiiz-
yildan itibaren faaliyet artmustir. Ozellikle alt katmanlarda yogunlukla bu doneme ait sikkeler ele
gecmistir.'®5 Kazi buluntulari ile mimari gozlemler kisaca soyle 6zetlenebilir: Plakoma’nin, Grana-
rium ile es zamanl inga edildigi, kazi buluntular1 ve mimari diizenlemeden anlasilmistir (Fig. 6, 7).
MS 141 depreminde Plakoma’nin hasar gordiigiine dair kesin bir veri yoktur. Ancak, profilli konsol
bloklarinin lento ve duvarlarda devsirme olarak kullanildigi evrenin MS 240 depremiyle baglantili
oldugu disiintilmektedir. Bu evrede iki katli diikkkanlar ve 6niindeki portikos yikilmis ve kalp kesitli
stitunlarin da bulundugu portikos ile tek kath diikkanlar yeniden insa edilmistir. Cogu kesimde te-
mel seviyesine yakin kotlarda bile MS dordiincii yilizy1l malzemesinin altindan daha erken déneme
tarihlenebilen malzemenin ele gegmemesi, yapinin bu dénemde bilyiik ¢apli bir degisiklige ugra-
digini diisiindiirmektedir. Oyle ki yap: biiyiik oranda temellerine kadar kazilmis, muhtemelen ye-
niden tesviye edilmis ve kendi bloklar1 kullanilarak tekrar inga edilmistir. Bu donemde portikosa
ait stylobat zeminine dek sokiilmiistiir. Bu donem olasilikla murex isliklerinin faaliyete basladigi .
Theodosius Donemi’ne (MS 379-395) denk geliyor olmalidir. II. Theodosius Dénemi’nde mor ki-
yafet kullanimini kisitlayan yasalarin yeniden onaylanmasi, Andriake’deki tiretimi etkilemedigi gibi
tiretimin kilise otoritelerinin kontrolii altinda bulundugunu diisiinmek akla yakin goriinmektedir.'°®
Murex atig1 icinde tespit edilen verilere gore de en az Marcianus Donemi’ne (MS 450-457) kadar

99 Ruscillo, “Reconstructing Murex,” 103.

100 Pliny, The Natural History of Pliny 9.60; Vitruvius, 7.13.

101 Vitruvius, 7.13.

102 Ruscillo, “Reconstructing Murex,” 104.

103 Ruscillo, “Reconstructing Murex,” 105; Pliny, The Natural History of Pliny 32.23.

104 Takmer, “Giimriik Yasasi,” 23 vd.

105 Bulut ve Sengiil, “Sikkeler,” 119 vd., 123 Tablo 2; Bulut ve Sengiil, “Kaz1 Sikkeleri,” 81 Tablo 1-2, 85.
106 Aygiin, Boya Endiistrisi, 51.
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isliklerdeki tiretim aktif olarak devam etmistir.'®” Bat1 yondeki diikkanlara ait blok yikintilari ara-
sindaki bosluklarda, heniiz topraga ulasiimadan bulunan MS altinc1 yiizyila ait kandiller, Agora’nin
MS 529’da meydana gelen depremde yikilmis oldugunu diisiindiirmektedir.'®® Depremden sonra
murex isliklerinin aktif olup olmadigina dair kesin bir veri simdilik mevcut degildir.

Nymphaion

Andriake ile Myra arasindaki Cayagzi Kavsagi’nin kuzeyinde yer alan ve “Nymphaion” ola-
rak bilinen yap1 (Fig. 5),'°° Andriakos Cayi’nin kaynagina insa edilmistir. Yaptigimiz kazilar so-
nucunda {i¢ béliimden olustugu ve 10,55x13,20 m dlgiilerindeki ana/merkezi mekanin giineydogu
yonde 6,45 m genisligindeki apsisle sonlandigi, mekénin arka kesiminde (kuzeyde) ana kayaya
oyulu 0,90 m genisliginde bir seki bulundugu tespit edilmistir. Dogu duvarda iki kap1 yer alir, gii-
neydeki ikiz kapidir. Her iki kap1 ile III no.lu mekana gegilir. Kapilarin kuzey bitisiginde kemerli
bir gecenek yer alir. Kemerli gecenegin dogu bitisiginde, yarim daire formunda kiigiik bir kiivet
bulunur."® Borchhardt, “yapinin kutsal kaynak alaninda insa edilen bir hamam olabilecegini ancak
Nymphaion fonksiyonunun da g6z ardi edilmemesi gerektigini” belirtir."" Bayburtluoglu, yapi i¢in-
den kaynayan suyun g¢evredeki tek tathi su kaynagi oldugunu belirterek yapinin ¢esme olabilecegi
goriigiine katilir."2 Farrington, Myra ve Andriake arasinda kalan ve yerlesime uzak olan yapinin yeri
nedeniyle hamam olamayacagini, olasilikla ¢cesme olarak kullanilmig oldugunu ve MS ikinci-erken
tiglincii ylizyilda inga edildigini;"® Tekinalp ise yapimin Hadrianus Dénemi’ne ait bir ¢esme oldu-
gunu diisiiniir.™ Kazis1 tamamlanmamis olan yapinin, fonksiyonuna dair kesin bir sey sdylenemez.
Ancak, yapiy1 igme suyu ile iliskilendirmek de miimkiin gériinmemektedir. Kesin olmamakla bir-
likte diistincemiz, I1 no.lu mekanin kiikiirtlii kaynak suyunun toplandigi havuz ile III no.lu mekanda
goriilen yarim daire formundaki yikanma kiiveti, yapinin bir termal olarak kullanilmis olabilecegi
yoniindedir."® Giintimiizde de 6zellikle cilt hastaliklarina iyi geldigi i¢in yogun olarak kullanilmaya
devam eden Andriakos Cay1’nin dogu baglangicindaki ¢ok sayida kiikiirtlii su havuzunun varligi
bunu desteklemektedir.

Bati Hamam

Su yolunun yani sira Andriake Limani’nda Granarium ve Agora/Plakoma gibi 6nemli ya-
pilarmn insa edilmesiyle imar faaliyetlerinde bir artisin oldugu aciktir. Bu donemde 6zellikle ticaret
merkezinin Granarium ve Plakoma ¢evresine odaklandigi goriiliir (Fig. 5). Andriake Limani’nin
artan trafigine paralel olarak, B Kilisesi’nin dogusunda yer alan Bat1 Hamam, MS ikinci yiizyilda

107 Aygiin, Boya Endiistrisi, 50.

108 Tlk degerlendirmelerimiz, bu désnemde yikilan diikkanlarla Agora’nin ticari fonksiyonunun sona erdigi, kuzey ve
dogu kanat 6niine devsirme bloklarla bir duvar eklendigi ve kuzey kanattaki diikkanlar murex isligine doniistii-
riildiigi ve isliklerin en ge¢ MS yedinci yiizyilin ortalarma dek kullanildigi yoniinde idi. Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra
Andriake,” 43.

109 Borchhardt, Myra, 72 vd.

110 Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 36 Res. 65-69.

111 Borchhardt, Myra, 72 vd.

112 Bayburtluoglu, Lykia, 200.

113 Andrew Farrington, The Roman Baths of Lycia: An Architectural Study/Likya’daki Roma Hamamlari: Mimari
Arastirmalart, British Institute of Archaeology at Ankara Monograph Series 20 (Londra: British Institute of Archa-
eology at Ankara, 1995), 5, 6, 148.

114 Tekinalp, “Andriake,” 280 vd.

115 Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 37.
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insa edilmis olmalidir."® 2018 yilinda kazisina baglanan Bati Hamam’da en az ii¢ evre tespit
edilmis olmasina karsin bu evreleri net olarak tarihleyebilecegimiz buluntulara rastlanilmamais-
t1ir."7 2019 yilinda biiyiik oranda kazis1 tamamlanan hamamin son evresinde olasilikla Dogu Ha-
mam’daki gibi deprem nedeniyle biiyiik hasar géren yapinin, salt Tepidarium boliimiiniin revize
edilerek ti¢ boliime ayrildig1 ve kiigiik bir hamam olarak kullanildig1 gériilmiistiir.

Roma Imparatorlugu’nda MS iigiincii yiizyilda baslayan ekonomik kriz, Likya kentlerini
hem siyasi hem de ekonomik anlamda etkilemistir. MS 240 yilinda meydana gelen deprem son-
ras1 Likya kentlerine I1I. Gordianus Donemi’nde sikke basma hakki verilmistir. Bu hakka sahip
kentlerden biri olan Myra, bu donemde Patara" ile Valerian Donemi’nde (MS 253-260) ise Side
ile ortak homonoia sikkeleri darp etmistir."® Likya’da MS iglincii yiizy1l aynm zamanda Hris-
tiyanhigin yayginlasmaya basladigi bir déonemdir. Myra bu dénemdeki iiniinii, Aziz Nikolaos’a
borgludur. Aziz Nikolaos 1. Constantinus Dénemi’nde (MS 306-337) Myra’ya yerlesmis ve pis-
kopos olmustur. Kilisesini kurup 6gretisini buradan yayan tinlii Aziz tim yasamini bu kentte
tamamlamis ve Myra’daki kilisesine gomiilmiistiir.'2° Kilisesi ve martyrionu bugiin de Ortodoks
Hristiyanlarin hac merkezi olarak ziyaret edilmeye devam etmektedir.

Diikkanlar

Andriake Giiney Yerlesim’de, liman kiyisina insa edilmis yapilarm biiyiik bir gogunlugunu is
yerleri olusturur (Fig. 6, 15). Kazilar1 heniiz yapilmadigindan kesin olarak tarihleyebilmek miimkiin
degildir. Ancak, Granarium’un 6niindeki onurlandirma anitlarinin dogu bitisigindeki diikkanlarin
kazis1 tamamlanmistir. Kazilarda zemin seviyesinde ele gegen sikkelerden Diocletianus ve Licinni-
us sikkeleri, diikkkanlarin en azindan MS iiciincii yiizyilda insa edilmis olabileceklerini diistindiiriir.
Sikke ve seramik buluntularina gore diikkanlarin en yogun kullanim evresi MS dordiincii ve besinci
yiizyil, son kullanim evresi ise MS altinct ylizyildir. Diikkanlarda ele gecen en 6nemli buluntu gru-
bunu kursun agirlik ve terazi pargalari olusturur.'?' Kazisi tamamlanan bu 6rnek isyeri sokagi Geg
Roma Dénemi’ne ait olsa da ticari aksta heniiz kazilmayan mekanlarin varligi ile limanin aktif do-
nemleri dikkate alindiginda, bu bolgede Helenistik Donem’den itibaren diikkanlarm bulundugunu
diistinmek, o donemde Myra’nin ve Andriake’nin 6nemi géz oniine alindiginda normal goriinmek-
tedir.'22
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Myra’dan gelen yolun Andriake’ye baglandigi kesimde yol boyunca genellikle lahit ve
khamosorionlardan olusan Roma Donemi mezarlar1 bulunmaktadir (Fig. 5, 6). Bunlarin yerle-
simin dogu baslangicinda bulunanlari, lizerine Bizans Kilisesi ve diger yapilar yapildigindan
ortiilmistiir.’?® A Kilisesi’nin kuzey ve glineyinde kazdigimiz oda mezarlar ve bu kazilarda bul-
dugumuz tipoloji ve ikonografi agisindan ¢ok cesitli buluntular kentin 6zellikle ikinci-ii¢lincii
yiizyillardaki refahin1 yansitmaktadir.?* Ozellikle bir yiiziik tasi iizerine hipodromda yarisan
dort quadriga’nin betimlendigi drnek gibi zengin ikonografiye sahip nadir goriilen eserler bu-
lunmaktadir (Fig. 22).2° Bu donemde kullanilan takilar arasinda altin takilar gogunlukta olmak-
la birlikte jasper, akik, karnelyan gibi ¢esitli degerli taslarin kullanilmig oldugu goriilmektedir.'2®
Hem malzeme hem de iscilik acisindan zengin nitelikteki bulgularin ¢ogunlukla ait oldugu MS
ikinci-liglincii ylizyilda yerlesimin sosyo-ekonomik durumunu gostermesi yaninda, aslinda li-
man ticaretiyle edinilen zenginlikleri anlattiklar1 goriilmektedir. Mezarlar ayrica Roma Donemi
Likya’sinda 6li gomme gelenekleri ve mezar mimarisi hakkinda da yeni bilgiler vermistir. En
Oonemlisi, mezar mimarisine bakip sahibinin ekonomik sinifini tanimlamanin her zaman dog-
ru olmayacagi anlagilmistir. Kiigiik ve bozuk formlu bir hybrid mezar, mimari yapisiyla en alt
siniftan birine aitmis gibi dururken igerisinde olaganiistli zenginlikte takilar ve esyalar ortaya
¢ikmugtir. Tipki bu mezarda 114 sikkenin bulunmus olmasinin mezarlar i¢in aligilmis bir durum
olmamasi gibi, buluntularin {ist sinifa, mezarin alt sinifa ait olmas1 Andriake nekropollerindeki
en 6nemli tespitlerden biri olmustur.

Andriake kazilarmin en yogun buluntu grubunu olusturan MS dordiincii yiizyila ait sikke-
lerle (Fig. 25) yukarida anilan ayn1 déneme ait epigrafik veriler, Imparator Arcadius Dénemi’ne
tarihlenen halat ve ip satislarinin diizenlenmesine iliskin yazit ve yine dordiincii yiizyila ait ¢ok
sayida amphora, donemin ticari yogunlugunu belgeleyen verilerdendir (Fig. 26).'2” Andriake’nin
bu donemdeki koklii imar faaliyetlerine iliskin ilk mimari tespitimiz Dogu Hamam’da olmus-
tur.’?® Andriake Roma Donemi Giiney Yerlesimi’nin hemen dogu baslangicindaki ilk yapi olan
hamam 50x38 m 6l¢iilerinde olup ilk evresi bes boliimden olusur (Fig. 6, 17, 18). Hamamin Roma
evresi MS dordiincii yiizyila aittir. Bizans Donemi’nde de kullanilmaya devam eden hamamin
caldariumu olasilikla MS 529 yilindaki deprem ile kullanilmaz hale gelmis ve bat1 yonde yeni
bir caldarium insa edilerek kullanima devam edilmistir. Hamamin MS dérdiincii yiizyilda insa
edilmis olmasi, daha erken tarihli Batt Hamam’in (Fig. 6, 17, 19) bu donemde artan liman faali-
yetleri sonucunda ¢ogalan ihtiyaci artik karsilayamadigini ve bu nedenle yeni/ikinci bir hamama
ihtiya¢ duyuldugunu diisiindiiriir.'?® Bu durum Kuzey Yerlesim’de insa edilen hamam i¢in de s6z
konusudur ve yerlesimin en kii¢iigii olan Kuzey Hamami da yine limanin en yogun dénemi olan

123 Bolgede benzeri bilinmeyen ve kabartmalarin ikonografisiyle 6zgiin olan Kuzey Afrika Tepsisi kilisenin kuzeyinde
dagilmis olarak bulunmustur. Cevik vd., “Myra ve Andriake/Myra & Andriake 2018,” 52; Ozgii Comezoglu Uzbek,
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124 Cevik vd., “Myra ve Andriake/Myra & Andriake 2018,” 50.

125 Cevik vd., “Myra ve Andriake/Myra & Andriake 2018,” 51.

126 Cevik vd.,“Myra ve Andriake/Myra & Andriake 2018,” 51; Talu, “Takilar,” 155.

127 Sikkeler i¢in bkz. Bulut ve Sengiil, “Kaz1 Sikkeleri,” 81 Tablo 2.; 2020 y1l1 itibariyla kesin olarak tanimlanan 917
sikkenin 348 adeti MS dérdiincii yiizyila tarihlenir; Yazit icin bkz. Oztiirk, “Yazitlar Isiginda,” 299.

128 Nevzat Cevik, Siileyman Bulut ve Engin Akyiirek, “Myra ve Andriake Kazilar1 2012. Excavations at Myra and
Andriake 2012,” ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterra-
nean Areas 11 (2013): 91-93.

129 Nevzat Cevik ve Siileyman Bulut, “Andriake Dogu Hamami: Bélgenin Hamam Mimarligina Isik Tutan Yeni Bir
Ornek,” Adalya 17 (2014): 239 vd.



Myra’nin Limani Andriake: Yeni Veriler Isiginda Degerlendirmeler Nevzat Gevik — Siileyman Bulut 51

MS dordiincii yiizyilda insa edilmis olmalidir.'®

Kiliseler

II. Theodosius Donemi’nde (MS 408-450) Likya’nin baskenti ilan edilmesiyle bdlgenin
metropolitligi Myra’ya geg¢mis ve kent artik dini ve idari bir bagkent olmustur.’ Bu nedenle,
Myra’nin Ge¢ Roma-Erken Bizans Dénemi’nde en genis teritoryum sinirlarma ulastigi diisiinii-
liir.®2 Andriake limani, bagkent ile Misir ve Dogu Akdeniz limanlar1 arasindaki ana deniz yol-
lar1 tizerindeki konumundan dolay1 geligsmistir.™®® Nitekim A Kilisesi kazilarinda Kuzey Afrika
tiretimi tabaklar ele gegmistir.’** Ayrica basta Plakoma kazilar1 olmak iizere diger alanlarda ele
gecen amphoralarda da ¢ok sayida ve farkli bolgelerden gelen ithal 6rnekler mevcuttur (Fig.
26).135 Boylece, bolgenin bas metropolii Myra’nin limani olarak Andriake, bolgenin asal limani
konumunu gli¢lendirmis ve daha ¢ok 6nem kazanmistir. Liman sirkiilasyonunun artmasina paralel
olarak bu donemde Andriake’de yogun bir imar faaliyetinin gergeklestirildigi goriiliir."®¢ Andria-
ke’de bulunan alt1 kiliseden besi, MS besinci yiizyilin sonuna tarihlenir (Fig. 6, 7). Kiliselerin
ayni tarihte insa edilmis olmalar1 Myra’nin metropol olmasi ve MS besinci yiizyildan sonra artan
hac yolculugunda, Myra’daki azizlerin martyrionlarini ziyarete gelen kisilere hizmet etmeye y6-
nelik inga edilmis olmalariyla agiklanabilir."®*® Andriake Kuzey Yerlesim alani, yaklasik 300x150
m Olciilerindedir. Giiney tarafta bataklik alanin i¢inde su seviyesinin altinda kalmis kalintilar
bulunur. Kuzey Yerlesim, bati, kuzey ve dogu yonlerden Bizans Donemi surlartyla ¢evrilidir (Fig.
6, 7, 24). Merkezinde D Kilisesi yer alir. Kastron disinda dogu yonde ise E Kilisesi bulunur.
Sur duvarlarinda iki evre tespit edilmistir. Dogu yondeki surlarin Iustinianus Donemi’nde, bati
kesimdekilerin ise Arap saldirilarinin iyice arttigi MS yedinci ylizyilin ortasinda ya da imparator-
lugun Akdeniz egemenligini kaybettigi MS 655 yili veya sonrasinda inga edildigi diistintiliir.'*®

Sinagog
Anadolu Akdenizi’nde bulunan ilk Musevi Tapinagi olan Andriake Sinagogu limanda-

ki hareketliligi ve etnik cesitliligi gostermektedir.'"® Sinagog, Horrea Hadriani’nin bati kdsesi
oniinde, limana (kuzeye) bakar bicimde konumlandirilmistir (Fig. 5, 6). Sinagog kazilarinda ¢o-
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gunlugu apsis dolgusundan ele gegmis erken bulgular,'¥! Andriake’nin nasil bir kozmopolit ticaret
yerlesimi olduguna dair dnemli ipuglari verir niteliktedir. Asil 6nemli bulgular ise sinagogla ayni1
doneme ve dogrudan yapiya ait tas eserler ve eser parcalaridir. Bunlardan en dnemlisi yazith
saglam menorah levhalaridir (Fig. 24). Bulunan {i¢ ayr1 yazittan ikisinde “erini epi ton Israel-
Baris Israil’in iizerine olsun- yazmaktadir. “Admen” ve “Salom” gibi dinsel ifadelerle de yazit
sonlandirilmistir. Likya bolgesinde ilk kez yerlesik Yahudi varligina iliskin biitlinciil bulgular
ortaya ¢ikarilmigtir. Mimari, ikonografik ve yazili kanitlar bir arada ve in-situ olarak ilk kez ele
geemistir. Bulgular, Hristiyanligin merkezi olan Myra’da ve {istelik de en baskin oldugu MS be-
sinci-altinct ylizyilda, Bizans Donemi dinsel/sosyal yapilanmasinda Yahudi cemaatinin yerini ve
erken varligini agikga anlatmaktadir.'42

I. Tustinianus Dénemi’nde MS 529 yilinda meydana gelen ve tiim orta Likya’yi etkileyen
biiyiik depremden,'*® Myra ve Andriake de etkilenmistir. Aziz Nikolaos kilisesinin birinci yapim
donemi de bu evreye tarihlenir.'* Ancak ilk kilisenin varligi Aziz Nikolaos’un hayatina bagl
olarak cok daha erken olmalidir. 2010 yilinda Agora ve Liman Yapilarinda gerceklestirdigimiz
kazilar, Andriake’de B Kilisesi basta olmak iizere Plakoma, Dogu Hamam ve Bati Hamam’in
bu depremden etkilendiklerini gostermistir. Malalas’in Khronografya’sinda bu depremden sonra
Myra’nin I. Tustinianus tarafindan tekrar insa edilmesinin'® ardindan kismen canlanan Andriake
Limani’nda,'¢ Arap akinlariyla birlikte giivenlik nedeniyle ticaret sekteye ugramig ve liman kul-
lanim1 tekrar diisiise gegmistir. Buna karsin, Sionlu Nikolaos un 6liimiinden sonra (MS 527-565)
kaleme alinan Vita Nicolae Sionitae’nin, bolgenin dini ve sosyal yasamina dair 6nemli bilgiler
icermesinin yan1 sira Andriake’den epineon/demirleme yeri veya emporion/ticaret merkezi olarak
s0z etmesi,'” MS altinci yiizy1lin sonuna dogru Andriake’nin hala aktif bir ticaret merkezi olma-
ya devam ettigini gosterir.

Foss’a gore limanin gliney tarafindaki ticari merkez MS altinci yiizyildan sonraki bir za-
manda terk edilmis ve Kuzey Yerlesim’de yeni bir sur duvari insa edilmistir.'#® Anlasilan Giiney
Yerlesim’in dogu kismi Arap akinlarina karsi savunmasiz birakilmis, buna karsin Giiney Yer-
lesim’in bati ucunda bulunan C Kilisesi ve gevresi bir kastrona dontstirilmistiir (Fig. 6). I
Konstans (MS 641-668) donemine ait sikkelerin yan1 sira MS yedinci-sekizinci yiizyillara ta-
rihlenebilen seramik buluntulari, yerlesimin bu donemlerde terk edilmeye ve 6nemini yitirmeye
basladiginm gdstermektedir. Ciinkii MS sekizinci yiizyildan sonra iiretilmeye baslanan yesil sirhi
Bizans seramiklerinden sadece bir adet ele gegmistir. Bu buluntu, yerlesimin az da olsa kullanil-

141 Sinagog kazisinda ele gegen seramiklerin detaylari igin bkz. Ozdilek, “Hellenistik ve Roma Dénemi Seramikleri,”
89-117; Ozdilek, “Unguentarium,” 217-65; Ozdilek, “DSA,” 337-95; Ozdilek, “Dogu Sigillata C,” 260-76; Oz-
dilek, “DSD,” 57-77; Banu Ozdilek, “Andriake Limanindan Tralles Uretimi Dogu Sigillata B Grubu Seramikleri,”
Arkeoloji, Tarih ve Epigrafi’nin Arasinda: Prof. Dr. Vedat Celgin’in 68. Dogum Giinii Onuruna Makaleler iginde,
der. Murat Arslan ve Ferit Baz (Istanbul: Arkeoloji ve Sanat Yaymlari, 2018), 635-58.

142 Cevik vd., “Synagogue,” 348 vd.; Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 47.

143 Foss, “Lycian Coast,” 23; T. M. P. Duggan, “A Short Account of Recorded Calamities (earthquakes and plagues) in
Antalya Province and Adjacent and Related Areas Over the Past 2,300 Years—an Incomplete List, Comments and
Observations,” Adalya 7 (2004): 131.

144 Karakaya, “Duvar Resimleri,” 127.

145 Foss, “Lycian Coast,” 2, 23; Biilent Isler, “Myra ve Cevresinde Bizans Donemi,” Arkeolojisinden Dogasina Myra/
Demre ve Cevresi iginde, der. Nevzat Cevik (Antalya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi, 2010), 235.

146 Foss, “Lycian Coast,” 25, 36.

147 Gustav Anrich, Hagios Nikolaos: Der heilige Nikolaos in der griechischen Kirche, Texte und Untersuchungen,
Band I-1I (Leipzig-Berlin: B. G. Teubner, 1913-1917), 67, 77, 86, 101, 106d., 132, 162, 225d., 228, 252, 399, 425.

148 Foss, “Lycian Coast,” 32.
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maya devam ettigini gosterir. Gliney Yerlesim’in aksine Kuzey Yerlesim’de, konutlar ile kiliseyi
de kapsayacak sekilde insa edilen surlarla, Arap akinlarina karsi 6nlem alinmistir. Sur duvarlari,
yerlesimin kuzeyindeki sirt boyunca uzanir ve doguda D Kilisesi’nden sonra giineye, Andriakos
Cay1’na yonelir. Liman yoniinde Kuzey Yerlesim’in surla ¢evrelendigine dair bir iz yoktur. Bu
boliimde sur duvarlarinin devsirme malzeme ile insa edildigi goriiliir. Bat1 kesimde ise Andriakos
Cay1’nin denizle birlestigi alanda limana dogru yonelen sur duvarlari, kaba yontulmus blok taglar
ve har¢ kullanilarak insa edilmistir. Aperlai ve Olympos kentlerinde ayn1 donemlere tarihlenen
sur duvarlariyla benzerlik gosteren Andriake Kuzey Yerlesim’deki surlar MS altinci-yedinci yiiz-
yillarda inga edilmis olmalidir. Diger taraftan Orta Cag portolanlarinda Andriake’nin anilmamast
da limanin Erken Bizans Donemi’ne kiyasla 6nemini yitirdigini diisiindiirmektedir.

Giiney Yerlesim’de MS yedinci yiizyilldan sonrasina tarihlenebilecek yeterli arkeolojik
malzemenin olmayis1 ya Arap akinlariyla ya da limanin bu dénemde aliivyonla dolmasiyla agik-
lanabilir. II. Konstans, Phoniks’te Suriye Valisi Muaviye’nin vekili Ebu’l-A’ver komutasindaki
donanma ile Misir Valisi Abdullah bin Sa’d bin Ebu Serh komutasindaki donanmaya kars1 savast
kaybetmistir. Boylece, Arap donanmalar1 Akdeniz’de rahatlikla dolasabilmislerdir. Likya kiy1-
larinin MS yedinci yiizyi1lda maruz kaldigi Arap akinlarindan Andriake’nin de etkilenmis olma-
st kagimilmazdir. Bu donemde Arap akinlarina kars1 savunmanin, Kuzey Yerlesim’de ve Giiney
Yerlesim’in batisindaki C Kilisesi civarinda oldugu gozlemlenir. Yani, Andriake Liman Yerlesimi
tamamen surlarla ¢evrilmemis, kismi bir koruma 6nlemi alinmistir. Bu durum, sur ile koruma
altina alinmayan Giiney Yerlesim’in dogu yarisindaki yapilarin, MS 529 depreminin Andriake’de
yol actig1 biiylik yikimin ardindan 70 y1l sonra gelen ve Likya sahil seridinde ciddi bir ¢okmeye
yol acan ikinci bir depremle daha da ¢ok tahrip olmasi ve limanin bu kesimlerde kullanilamaz bir
hale gelmesiyle agiklanabilir. Ayrica, MS 542 yilinda meydana gelen veba salginiyla da niifusun
biiyiik oranda azaldigimi da dikkate almak gerekir.'*® Diger taraftan Feld, Andriake’deki kiliselere
ek olarak inga edilen yapilarin cogunlukla mezar olmasi nedeniyle MS on birinci yiizyila ait ol-
dugunu belirtir.'® Tekinalp, A Kilisesi (A1 ek yapis1), B Kilisesi (B1 ek yapisi) ile E Kilisesi (E1
ek yapis1) ek yapilarinin MS sekizinci-dokuzuncu yiizyildan 6nce, C Kilisesi’'ndeki ek yapimin
ise MS on birinci-on ikinci yiizyilda yapilmig olmasi gerektigini sdyler.' Marksteiner’in Andria-
ke’de gerceklestirdigi ylizey aragtirmalarinda da benzer bir sonuca varilmistir. Giiney Yerlesim’de
ylizeyden toplanan seramikler MS yedinci-sekizinci yiizyildan sonrasina tarihlenmemektedir.'s2
A Kilisesi’nde (A1 ek yapisi) yapilan 2018 yili kazilarinda zemin lizerinden ele gecen MS altinct/
yedinci yiizyila ait dort adet follis, sapelin insa tarihi i¢in terminus ante-quem olustururken, {ist
seviyeden ele gegen MS on birinci yiizyila ait alt1 adet anonim follis ise son kullanim evresine ait-
tir.'33 2009 yilindan beri yiiriitiilen kazilarda da ele gegen ve en yogun buluntu grubunu olusturan

149 T. M. P. Duggan, “Supplementary Data to be Added to the Chronology of Plagues and Earthquakes in Antalya
Province and in Adjacent and Related Areas,” Adalya 8 (2005): 358.

150 Otto Feld, “Die Kirchen von Myra und Umgebung,” Myra: Eine lykische Metropole in antiker und byzantinischer
Zeit i¢inde, der. Jiirgen Borchhardt, Istanbuler Forschungen 30 (Berlin: Gebr. Mann, 1975), 402.

151 Tekinalp, “Andriake,” 326.

152 Thomas Marksteiner, “Andriake Yiizey Arastirmasi 2004 Y1l Calismalar1,” ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji
Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 4 (2006): 73; Marksteiner, “Andriake Yiizey
Arastirmasi 2005 Yili Calismalart.” ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from
Anatolia s Mediterranean Areas 5 (2007): 100; Banu Yener Marksteiner, “Andriake Yiizey Arastirmalari 2008,”
ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia’s Mediterranean Areas 7
(2009): 107.

153 Nevzat Cevik vd., “Myra ve Andriake/Myra & Andriake 2017,” ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/
News of Archaeology from Anatolia s Mediterranean Areas 16 (2018): 81.
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glinliik kullanima ait seramikler de en ge¢ MS yedinci yiizyila tarihlenirler.'®* MS yedinci yiizyil

tist sinir1, takilar,'s® B Kilisesi bronz objeleri's®

ve diger buluntular i¢in de gegerlidir.'®” Bu verile-
re ek olarak, Andriake’de yaptigimiz kazilarda ele gegen 4.250 sikkeden tanimlanabilen 917’sinin
(Fig. 25) 21 adetinin I1. Constans Dénemi’ne (MS 641-668), 11 adetinin ise MS onuncu-on ii¢iin-
cli yiizyila ait oldugunu da belirtmek gerekir. Bu durumda MS yedinci yiizyil ile MS onuncu yiiz-
yil aras1 karanlik bir donem olarak kalmaktadir. Niimizmatik verilerin seramik buluntulariyla da
ortlismesinin yani sira MS onuncu-on ii¢lincil ylizyila tarihlenebilecek imar faaliyetlerine iliskin
yeterli verinin bulunmayisi, Giiney Yerlesim’de en ge¢ evrede bazi yapilarin tekrar kullanilmaya
baslanmis olabilecegini diislindiiriir. Bu kullanim salt kii¢iik revizyonlarla siirli olup yeniden
insa edilmis bir yap1 s6z konusu degildir. Zira Giiney Yerlesim’in dogu yakasinda, yani A Kilisesi
ek yapisinda alti, Dogu Hamam’da ise bir adet tespit edilen toplam yedi anonim follisin (MS on
birinci ylizy1l) tiimi, bulunduklar1 agmalarin neredeyse yiizeyinden ele gegmislerdir. Bu baglam-
da, Tekinalp’in ek yapilar i¢in dnerdigi tarih, Marksteiner’in yiizey arastirmalarinda vardigi so-
nuclar ve bizim kazilarda elde ettigimiz veriler rtiismektedir. Yani, MS yedinci-sekizinci yiizyil
araliginda Gliney Yerlesim’in dogu kesiminde, limanin aktif olarak iglemedigi ve dolayisiyla da
s0z konusu alanlarin tamamen degilse de biiyiik ¢ogunlukla terk edildigi anlasilmaktadir. Kuzey
Yerlesim’de Andriakos Cay1 ile yerlesimin kuruldugu yamac arasindaki bataklik i¢inde goriilen
kalmtilar, aliivyon dolgu lizerine inga edilmislerdir.®® Dolayisiyla, liman aliivyonla dolmaya bas-
lamis ve giderek kii¢iilmiistiir. Yine ayn1 alanda, olasilikla Orta Cag’a tarihlenebilecek olan duvar
kalintis1,'®® kiigiik bir limanin salt Cayagzi tarafinda faal olabilecegini diistindiiriir. Bu diisiince
Kuzey Yerlesim ile Giiney Yerlesim’deki C Kilisesi’nin bulundugu alanin tahkim edilmis olma-
styla ve Orta Cag portolanlarinda Andriake’nin anilmamig olmasiyla da 6rtiistir.'s°

Sonug ve Degerlendirme

Andriake Limani ¢evresinde son yillarda bulunan tas baltalar (Fig. 21), Andriake, Gagai
ve Patara gibi sahil yerlesimlerinde, Erken Tung Cag1 ve dncesi donemlere ait insan faaliyetle-
rini belgelemelerinin yani sira, kiyilarin iskéna agilmig olma olasiliklarini da tartismaya agarlar.
Jeomorfolojik arastirmalar (Fig. 3, 4), Erken Tun¢ Cagi’nda Andriake Liman1’nin heniiz dogal ve
korunakli bir i¢ limana doniismedigini, Giiney Yerlesim’in konumlandigi Kumdag Tepe’nin bir
ada, Sura Vadisi’nin ise bir koy oldugunu gostermistir. Erken Tun¢ Cagi’nda Kumdag Tepe ile
Bozdag Tepe arasinda kalan ve agik denize nazaran kismen daha korunakli olan Andriake kuzey
kiy1 seridi ile Geren Alani olarak anilan dogal girintinin bir siginma yeri olma olasilig1 tartisma-
ya agilabilir. Olasilikla MO ikinci binde Myros Cay1, Cayagzi Kavsagi’'m aliivyonla doldurarak

154 Ciineyt Oz, “Myra ve Andriake Ge¢ Roma Dénemi Seramikleri” (doktora tezi, Akdeniz Universitesi, 2020), 161-65.

155 Talu, “Takilar,” 155.

156 Ozgii Comezoglu, “Andriake B Kilisesi’nden Bronz Objeler,” Adalya 16 (2013): 314.

157 Comezoglu, “Small Finds,” 58—60.

158 Hellenkemper ve Hild, Lykien, 439.

159 Sapellerden birindeki mimari plastik bulgular da limanin karsisindaki ge¢ antik merkezde de yeniden canlanmaya
isaret etmektedir. Ancak, oradaki binalarin ¢ogunda yedinci yiizyildan sonraya dair higbir ize rastlanmaz. Foss,
“Lycian Coast,” 36.

160 Bu konuda daha detayli bilgi i¢in bkz. Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 29, 38 vd.; T. M. P. Duggan ve Cakir Af-
sin Aygiin, “Myra’nin Ortagag ve Sonrasindaki Limani Tasdibi-Stamira,” Arkeolojisinden Dogasina Myra/Demre
ve Cevresi iginde, der. Nevzat Cevik (Antalya: T. C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi, 2010), 161-64; Cevik, Bulut ve
Aygiin, “Myra’nin Limani,” 239 vd; Bulut ve Sengiil, “Kaz1 Sikkeleri,” 4, 88.
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Andriake’yi sadece batidan denize agilan dogal ve korunakli bir i¢ limana donistirmustiir.'®!
Liman yatagi, yaklasik olarak bati-giineybatidan dogu-kuzeydogu yoniinde, 2300x200/300 m
Olciilerindedir ve yerlesime ait yapilar kuzey ve giineydeki limana bakan dogu-bati yonelimli
yamaglarda yayilidir (Fig. 5,-7). Dolayisiyla Andriake, Akdeniz’de dogu-bati giizergdhinda
seyreden ticaret gemileri i¢in korunakli bir liman olmasimin yani sira lojistik destek saglayan
tesisleriyle gemicilerin vazgegilmez bir ugrak noktasi olmustur.'®? Limanin Klasik Dénem’deki
varligina dair olduk¢a az mimari veri bulunmasina karsin, bagli bulundugu ana kent Myra’nin
sahip oldugu zengin Klasik Cag arkeolojik verileri, Andriake’nin bu dénemde de kullanildigini
gosterir.

Andriake’nin Helenistik Dénem’deki yerlesim karakteri, MO dérdiincii yiizy1l ve éncesine
nazaran ¢ok daha belirgindir. Andriake Giiney Yerlesim’de Tasyuvarlanacagi Tepe’nin sirtinda
dogu-bat1 yoniinde sirt boyunca 200 m kadar uzanan isodomik teknikte riilmiis dort kulesi go-
rilebilen sur duvari, dogu ve bati1 yonden kuzeye donerek asagidaki limana yonelir (Fig. 10).
Boylece yamag sur duvarlari ile gevrilerek miistahkem bir kaleye doniistliriilmiistiir. Bu olusum
Helenistik Donem’de yerlesimin ve liman girisinin giivenlik altma alindigin1 gosterir. Ptolemaios
egemenliginde bulunan Limyra, Patara, Ksanthos ve Andriake MO 197 yilinda Seleukos kralz I11.
Antiokhos tarafindan ele gecirilmistir. Bu nedenle, Myra ve Andriake ile ¢evresindeki savunma
sisteminin bir pargasi olan kulelerin, Ptolemaioslar Dénemi’nde tiim Akdeniz’i kapsayan bir sa-
vunma zincirinin pargast oldugunu diisiinmek olasi gériinmektedir. Diger taraftan, Ptolemaioslar
Doénemi’nde Andriake’de bir garnizonun oldugu da onerilmistir. Dolayisiyla, Andriake Lima-
n1’nin giineybatt ucundaki kalenin bu donemde insa edilmis garnizon oldugunu diistinmek dog-
ru goriinmektedir. Andriake’nin Ptolemaioslar Donemi’nde baslayan askeri ve stratejik dnemi,
Likya Birligi Dénemi’nde de siirmiistiir. Andriake’nin bu 6nemine binaen Likya kiyilarinda artan
deniz ticareti de limaninin MO dérdiincii yiizy1l ve ncesine gére daha donanimli ve gelismis bir
yaptya sahip oldugunu diisiindiiriir. Dolayisiyla Andriake’nin bir liman yerlesimi olarak kapsamli
mimari yapilanmasinin Helenistik Donem’de basladigi diisiiniilebilir.

Andriake Limani’nin gelisimi Roma Imparatorluk Cagi’'nda da devam etmistir. MS birinci
yiizyilin ilk ¢eyreginde, liman kiyisina insa edilen Onurlandirma Anitlari’ni, sirasiyla Nero Done-
mi Giimriik Binas1 ve Yaziti, Hadrianus Donemi’ndeki Granarium, Agora/Plakoma, Aquadiikt ve
Nymphaion? gibi kamu yapilariin insasi takip eder. Hadrianus Dénemi’nde Andriake’nin ticari
merkezini Granarium ve Plakoma ¢evresi olusturur (Fig. 6, 7).'83 Onurlandirma Anitlar1 (Fig.
15, 16) ve Glumriik Yapisi gibi veriler Hadrianus Donemi 6ncesinde de limanin merkezi yapila-
rimin aynit alanda bulundugunu gostermektedir. Roma’nin tahil ihtiyacini karsilamak amaciyla
imparator tarafindan insa edilen Horrea Hadriani (Fig. 11), ayn1 zamanda diger yerel iiriinlerin
depolanmasi i¢in de kullanilmis olmalidir. Bu nedenle, liman kiyisinda ¢ok sayida diikkan, depo,
andron ve konaklamaya yonelik yapilarin yani sira gemi bakim onarimu i¢in insa edilmis baska
yapilarin varligi da yasamsal islevleri geregi zorunluydu. Liman Caddesi diikkanlari ile tersane
ve cekekler bolgesinde ortaya ¢ikardigimiz yapilar (Fig. 20) bunu belgelemektedir. Roma im-
paratorluk Donemi’nde hizla gelismeye devam eden Andriake Limani’nin yaklasik 700x100 m
Olciilerindeki Giiney Yerlesimi’nin dogu yarisinda bulunan iki hamam ve arasindaki yapilar li-
manin islevsel bolgeleme planina bagli olarak sosyal alanini olustururlar (Fig. 17). Bu dénemde
Giiney Yerlesim’in kiy1 seridindeki yap1 gruplarmin ge¢ donemdeki gibi kuzey-giiney yonelimli

161 Oner, “Jeomorfoloji,” 6 Harita 7.
162 Cevik, Bulut ve Aygiin, “Myra’nin Liman1,” 233.
163 Cevik ve Aygiin, “Islevsel Bolgeleme,” 880.
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basamakli1 dar sokaklarla boliindiigli ve sokaklarin liman kiyisindaki caddeye baglandigi goriiliir.
Granarium, Plakoma, hamamlar gibi kamu yapilar1 ve Giimriik Yazit1 (Fig. 12) gibi bulgularin
lokasyonu yerlesim/liman merkezinin limanin trafigini rahatlikla ve giivenlikle yonetilebilecegi
giiney alanda yapilandigini gosterir. Bu bdlge ticari yapilar yaninda sosyal yasam alanlarini da
kapsar. Granarium’un batisindaki bolge (C Kilisesi ¢evresinde), tersane ve ¢ekeklerle hizmet/ser-
vis iglevinin karsilandig1 alandir. Bu kesimde yer alan yapilardan bazilarinin dénem ve fonksiyon
tespitini yapabilmek i¢in veriler simdilik yetersizdir.'64

MS {igiincii yiizyillda Andriake Giiney Yerlesimi’nde 6zellikle liman kiyisina yeni diik-
kanlarin insasiyla yerlesimin genisledigi goriiliir. Ayni durum Kuzey Yerlesim i¢in de gecerlidir
ve yapilasma giineydoguya, liman kiyisina dogru genislemistir. Bu kesimde, diikkdn ve carsi
yapilarinin da yapildigi tahmin edilmektedir. MS dordiincii ylizyilda yerlesimde Dogu ve Kuzey
Hamamlarinin insa edilmesi, artan liman faaliyetlerini isaret etmektedir. Bu durum sikke, seramik
ve epigrafik belgelerle de teyit edilir (Fig. 25, 26). II. Theodosius Dénemi’nde (MS 408—450)
Likya’nin bagkenti ilan edilmesiyle bolgenin metropolitligi Myra’ya gegmis ve kent artik dini ve
idari bir bagkent olmustur. Andriake’de bulunan alt1 kiliseden besi, MS besinci ylizyilin sonuna
tarihlenir (Fig. 5, 6, 7).'8% Kiliseler, Myra’nin metropol olmasi ve MS besinci yiizyildan sonra ar-
tan hac yolculugu nedeniyle Myra’daki azizlerin martyrionlarini ziyarete gelen kisilere hizmet et-
meye yonelik inga edilmis olmalidir. Bu donemde salt Hristiyanlara yonelik degil ayrica Yahudiler
icin de bir ibadethane yapilmistir. Horrea’nin kuzeybati 6niine insa edilen sinagog, Andriake nin
uluslararasi deniz ticaretinde oynadigi 6nemli roliin bir gostergesidir. Hac merkezine de bagli asil
tapinim trafiginin ana kent Myra’da oldugunu diisiindiiglimiizde Andriake Liman Mahallesi’nde-
ki kilise ve sinagog gibi yapilarin daha ¢ok liman ibadethaneleri olarak kuruldugunu diistinmek
gerekir. Andriake, bu doneme ait kaynaklarda bir ticaret merkezi emporion olarak anilir. Sionlu
Nikolaos’un Vita’sinda siklikla kullanilan emporion kavrami, Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi igin de
gecerli olmalidir. MS 529 yilinda meydana gelen ve tiim Likya’y1 etkileyen deprem Andriake’de
de etkili olmustur. MS 542 yilindaki veba salgini ve bunu takip eden yillarda MS yedinci ylizyilda
baslayan Arap saldirilari, Akdeniz sahillerinin giivenligini tehdit eder. imparator II. Konstans’in
MS 655 yilinda Suriye Valisi Muaviye’nin vekili Ebu’l-A’ver komutasindaki donanma ile Misir
Valisi Abdullah bin Sa’d bin Ebu Serh komutasindaki donanmaya kars1 savasta kaybetmesiyle
birlikte Akdeniz limanlarinda ticaret sekteye ugrar. Likya sahillerindeki Arap tehdidine karsi
Andriake’nin Kuzey Yerlesimi’ndeki surlarm bati boliimii bu donemde insa edilmistir. Giliney
Yerlesim’de C Kilisesi ¢cevresindeki tahkimat MS altinci-yedinci ylizyila tarihlenir ve yerlesimin
dogusunda tahkim edilmis herhangi bir alan bulunmaz.

Kazilarda elde edilen I1. Konstans MS 641-668 donemine ait sikkelerin yani sira MS ye-
dinci-sekizinci yiizyillara tarihlenebilen seramikler, Giliney Yerlesim’in bu donemlerde terk edil-
meye ve Onemini yitirmeye basladigin1 gosterir. Yani, MS yedinci-sekizinci yiizyil araliginda
Gliney Yerlesim’in dogu kesiminde, limanin aktif olarak islemedigi, bu alanlarin tamamen degil
ama bliylik cogunlukla terk edildigi anlagilmaktadir. Kuzey Yerlesim’de Andriakos Cay1 ile yer-
lesimin kuruldugu yamag arasindaki bataklik i¢inde goriilen kalintilar, aliivyon dolgu {izerine insa

164 Aygiin, “Yerlesim Plan1,” 216 vd.

165 Kiliselerin tarihi igin bkz. Tekinalp, “Andriake,” 346; B Kilisesi kazilarindan bulunan sikkelere gére kilisenin
besinci yiizy1l baslarinda insa edildigi, MS 530 depreminde kismen yikildig1 ve Iustinianus tarafindan yeniden insa
edildigi, MS yedinci yiizy1l baslarina kadar olasilikla Myra’ya denizyoluyla gelen hacilara hizmet verdigi diisii-
niilmektedir. Kilise kazilarinda bulunan en ge¢ sikkeler Mauricius Dénemi’ne (MS 582—-602) tarihlendirilmistir.
Akytrek, “Geg¢ Antik,” 55.
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edilmislerdir. Dolayisiyla, liman aliivyonla dolmaya baglamis ve giderek kiiclilmiistiir. Yine ayn1
alanda, olasilikla Orta Cag’a tarihlenebilecek duvar kalintisi, kiigiik bir limanin salt Cayagzi tara-
finda faal olabilecegini diisiindiiriir. Bu diisiince Kuzey Yerlesim ile Giiney Yerlesim’deki C Ki-
lisesi’nin bulundugu alanin tahkim edilmis olmasiyla ve Orta Cag portolanlarinda Andriake’nin
anilmamis olmasiyla da 6rtiisiir.'®® Bu donemde Andriake, kiigiik bir liman olarak kullanilmis olsa
da Orta Cag portolanlarinda Stamirra olarak anilmasi Myra’nin ana limanmin Tasdibi/Stamirra
(Demre) oldugunu gosterir.'s” Tagdibi’ndeki kule yapisinin yer se¢imi buradaki ge¢ donem lima-
ninin varligina bagli olmalidir.

Kazilarda ele gecen MS onuncu-on iiciincii yiizyila ait az sayidaki sikke, Andriake’nin son
kullanim evresine aittir. Bu ylizyila tarihlenebilecek imar faaliyetlerine iligkin yeterli verinin bu-
lunmayisi, Gliney Yerlesim’de bazi yapilarin kii¢lik revizyonlara gidilerek kullanildigini gosterir.

Dogal bir i¢ liman1 neredeyse {li¢ yonden cevreleyen yapilariyla Andriake, bugiinkii bulgu
ve bilgilerimize gore Klasik Dénem’den MS yedinci yiizyilin ortalarina dek kesintisiz bir sekilde
liman amagh yerlesime sahne olmustur. Plinius’un Andriake’den bir kent olarak bahsetmesine
karsin,'®® yerlesim higbir zaman kent statiisiine sahip olmamuigtir. Bir kente iliskin beklenen kamu
yapilarinin olmayisi da bu statiiniin kent degil sadece liman yerlesimi oldugunu zaten gostermek-
tedir. Her donemde gelismeye devam eden yerlesim, Myra’nin bagkent olmasiyla birlikte hem
yapilasma hem de liman faaliyetleri agisindan en parlak donemine ulasir. Andriake, bir Ge¢ Antik
liman yerlesmesinin fiziki 6zelliklerini 6grenebilecegimiz esine kolay rastlanamayacak bir ola-
nak sunmaktadir.'®® Ciinkii Andriake, sadece liman gereksinimlerine gore yapilanmis bir ticaret
172 gibi diger kentler limanlariyla ig ice ge-
lismis ve limanla kentin planlamasi ve gelismesi birbirine karigsmistir. Yani bunlar liman kentleri,
Andriake sadece bir limandir ve ana kent Myra tarafindan kurulan ve bi¢cimlendirilen ticaret ve
endiistri merkezidir. Donemsel olarak ihtiya¢ duyulan yapilarin insa edilmesiyle son halini alan
Andriake, bir limanda bulunmasi gereken tiim mimari unsurlari biinyesinde barindirir. Yapilarin
belli bolgelerde yogunlagmalari yerlesimin fonksiyonel alanlara gore bicimlendigini géstermek-
tedir. Giiney Yerlesim’in merkezi boliimii ticari (Granarium, Agora, islikler, diikkanlar), dogu

ve ulagim merkezidir. Patara,'”® Phaselis'! ve Olympos

166 Bu konuda daha detayl: bilgi i¢in bkz. Cevik ve Bulut, “Myra Andriake,” 29, 38 vd.; Duggan ve Aygiin, “Tasdibi,”
161-64; Cevik, Bulut ve Aygiin, “Myra’nin Limani,” 239 vd; Bulut ve Sengiil, “Kaz Sikkeleri,” 88.

167 Duggan ve Aygiin, “Tasdibi,” 168; T. Mikail P. Duggan ve Cakir Afsin Aygiin, “The Medieval and Later Port of
Myra/Stamira—Tasdibi,” Hdfen und Hafenstddte im ostlichen Mittelmeerraum von der Antike bis in byzantinische
Zeit: Neue Entdeckungen und aktuelle Forschungsansdtze/Harbors and Harbor Cities in the Eastern Mediterrane-
an from Antiquity to the Byzantine Period: Recent Discoveries and Current Approaches iginde, der. Sabina Ladstét-
ter, Felix Pirson ve Thomas Schmidts, BYZAS 19. 1 (istanbul: Ege Yayinlar1, 2014), 245 vd.

168 Pliny, The Natural History of Pliny 5, XXVIII.

169 Akytrek, “Geg Antik,” 54.

170 Patara’nin urbanistigi i¢in bkz. Nevzat Cevik ve Sevket Aktas, “Die urbanistische Entwicklung der Stadt: ein
Uberblick,” Patara: Lykiens Tor zur romischen Welt iginde, der. Havva Iskan vd. (Darmstadt: Philipp von Zabern,
2016), 16-23; Feyzullah Sahin ve Sevket Aktas, “The Process of Romanization and Urbanization in Patara,” Cri-
tical Debates in Social Sciences iginde, der. Bedriye Tungsiper ve Ferhan Sayin (Londra: Frontpage Publications,
2018), 853—78; Feyzullah Sahin ve Sevket Aktas, “Patara’da Kentsel Degisim,” Patara: Kent, Liman, Kiilt iginde,
der. Havva Iskan (Istanbul: Tiirkiye Is Bankasi Kiiltiir Yaymlari, 2019), 156-77.

171 Phaselis i¢in bkz. Murat Arslan ve Nihal Tiiner Onen, “Phaselis,” Lukka dan Likya 'ya: Sarpedon ve Aziz Nikola-
os 'un Ulkesi/From Lukka to Lycia: The Land of Sarpedon and St. Nicholas iginde, der. Havva Iskan Isik ve Erkan
Diindar (Istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yaynlari, 2016), 300 vd.

172 Olympos i¢in bkz. B. Yelda Olcay Ugkan “Late Antique and Medieval Urban Texture of Olympos,” 40 Jahre Gra-
bung Limyra: Akten des international Symposions 3.—5. Dezember 2009 iginde, der. Martin Seyer, Forschungen in
Limyra Band 6 (Viyana: Osterreichisches Archiologisches Institut, 2012), 241 vd.
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boliimii sosyal (hamamlar ve diger olasi sosyal yapilar), bat1 kismi ise tersane ve gekekler olarak
kullanilmigtir.'”® Kuzey Yerlesim’de de kastronun giineyindeki liman kiyisinda diikkan ve depo-
larin bulundugu bir alan mevcuttur. Yerlesimdeki nekropoller olduk¢a genis bir alan1 kapsar.'
En yogun olan1 Kuzey Yerlesim’dedir. Limanin zamanla genislemesiyle, mezarlar yerlesim alan-
lar1 i¢inde kalmistir. Agora, Granarium, olasilikla Giimriik Binasi, depo, tersane, ¢ekekler gibi
ticaret ve liman isleyisine yonelik yapilarin yaninda alt1 kilise ve bir sinagogla dinsel yapilar1 da
biinyesinde barindiran Andriake’nin, kazilarin ilerlemesiyle bir liman yerlesiminin bugiin hala
acikca bilemedigimiz diger 6zelliklerinin de anlagilmasina katki saglayacak yeni verileri sunacagi
aciktir.

Kazilari siirmekte olan Andriake yerlesiminin giiney/merkez kismi biiylik ¢ogunlukla ka-
zilarak ortaya ¢ikarilmis ve saglamlastirilip onarilmistir. Giiney Yerlesim bugiin agik hava miizesi
olarak diizenlenmis ve Granarium yapis1 da restore edilip Likya Uygarliklar1 Miizesi’ne doniis-
tirtilmustiir. Boylece hem yapilar siirdiiriilebilir korumayla giivence altina alinmis hem de uygun
bir islev yiiklenerek topluma kazandirilmistir.'®

173 Cevik vd. “Myra ve Andriake/Myra & Andriake 2018,” 47 vd.; Cevik ve Aygiin, “Islevsel Bolgeleme,” 880.

174 Andriake Giineydogu Nekropol kazilari i¢in bkz. Nevzat Cevik vd., “2016 Yili Myra ve Andriake Kazilari,”
ANMED: Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri/News of Archaeology from Anatolia's Mediterranean Areas 15
(2017): 67-72; Nevzat Cevik vd., “Myra — Andriake 2016,” Kazi Sonuglar: Toplantist 39, no. 2 (2018): 189-93.

175 Miizenin amaglari, icerikleri gibi detaylar i¢in bkz. Cevik, “Likya Miizesi”, 18 vd.
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Fig. 1 Myra and Andriake / Demre. General satellite view. (Google Maps)
Fig. 1 Myra ve Andriake / Demre. Genel uydu foto. (Google Maps).

Fig. 2. Andriake / Cayagzi. General air view from the east.
Fig. 2. Andriake / Cayagzi. Genel hava foto. Dogudan.
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Fig. 3. Demre Plain / Myra and Andriake six to seven millennia before present. (Map: E.“C')ner)
Fig. 3. Demre Qvasi / Myra ve Andriake’nin glinimiizden 6-7 bin yil dncesi. (Harita: E. Oner).

Fig. 4. Demre Plain / Myra and Andriake three millennia before present. (Map: E. bqer)
Fig. 4. Demre Ovasi / Myra ve Andriake’nin gliniimtizden Ug bin yil 6ncesi. (Harita: E. Oner).
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Fig. 5. Andriake. General Settlement Plan.
Fig. 5. Andriake. Genel Yerlesim Plani.

Fig. 6. Andriake. Plan of the Southern Sector.
Fig. 6. Andriake. Giiney Yerlesim Plani.
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Fig. 7. Andriake. Southern Sector.
Air photo. 2020.
Fig. 7. Andriake. Giney Yerlesim.
Hava foto 2020.
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Fig. 8. Andriake. Northern Sector. Air photo. 2020.
Fig. 8. Andriake. Kuzey Yerlesim. Hava foto 2020.

Fig. 9. Andriake. Plan of the Northern Sector.
Fig. 9. Andriake. Kuzey Yerlesim Plani.
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Fig. 10. Andriake. Plan of the Hellenistic Fort.
Fig. 10. Andriake. Helenistik Garnizon. Yerlesim Plani.

Fig. 11. Andriake. Granarium / Horrea Hadriani. 3D Drawing.
Fig. 11. Andriake. Granarium / Horrea Hadriani. 3D Gizim.

Fig. 12. Andriake. Customs Inscription from the reign of Nero.
Fig. 12. Andriake. Nero Dénemi Gimriik Yaziti.
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Fig. 13. Andriake. Agora. Air photo 2020.
Fig. 13. Andriake. Agora.Hava foto 2020.

Fig. 14. Agora and Murex Furnaces inside 2012.
Fig. 14. Agora ve iginde Murex Firinlari 2012.

65
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Fig. 15. Harbour shops and Memorial Monuments. Air photo 2020.
Fig. 15. Liman Dukkanlari ve Onurlandirma Anitlari. Hava foto 2020.

Fig. 16. Memorial Monuments and Harbour Road.
Fig. 16. Onurlandirma Anitlari ve Liman Sokagi.

Fig. 17. Bathhouses. Air photo 2020.
Fig. 17. Hamamlar Bélgesi. Hava foto 2020.
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Fig. 18. Eastern Bathhouse. Air photo 2012.
Fig. 18. Dogu Hamam. Hava foto 2012.

Fig. 19. Western Bathhouse. 3D Photogrammetry
2019.
Fig. 19. Bati Hamam. 3D Fotogrametrik 2019.

Fig. 20. Dockyard, Slipways and Church C. Air photo 2019.
Fig. 20. Tersane, Cekekler Bélgesi ve C Kilisesi. Hava foto 2019.
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Fig 21 a, b, c, d. Stone axes from Andriake. 2010, 2018, 2019, 2019.
Fig 21 a, b, ¢, d. Andriake’de bulunan tas baltalar. 2010, 2018, 2019, 2019.

Fig. 22 Ring stone from a chamber grave.
Fig. 22 0da mezar bulgularindan yuziik tas.

Fig. 23. Church B. Latticed Parapet. Fig 24. Synagogue. Menorah Plaque.
Fig. 23. B Kilisesi. Ajurlu Parapet. Fig 24. Synagogue. Menorah Levhasi.
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M.0O. 394 - 304

Tiberius (Divvs Augustus) Titus
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Likya Birlik V. Grup
M.0.30-MS. 43

Marcus Ambibulus
MS.9-12

Likya Birlik III. Grup
M.0. 100 - 50

Likya Birlik IV. Grup
M.O.48-M.S. 43

Marcus Aurelius
M. 161 - 180

Gordianus IIT
M.S. 238 - 244

Hadrianus

M.S. 79 -81 M.S. 117 - 138

Constantinus T Marcianus Anastasius Constans II Anonim Follis
M.S. 307 - 337 M.S. 450 - 457 M.S. 491 - 518 M.S. 641 - 668 M.S. 1030/35 - 1042
Fig. 25. A sample group of coins from Andriake (S. Bulut-M. Sengiil).
Fig. 25. Andriake’de bulunan sikkelerden bir Grnek seri (S. Bulut-M. Sengiil).
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Fig. 26. Representational group of amphorae from Andriake in chronological order (B. Tomay).

Fig. 26. Andriake’de bulunan amphoralarin zaman dizini ve kaynaklarina gére temsili/6zet seckisi (B. Tomay).
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